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CURRENT TOPICS. 
dos enzivty to his Sends, ol Shah cadem alipasl iengeeres 
serious anxiety to his fri a . 
ment takes place, it is hopeless to expect that he will be able to 
resume his seat in court, 


Lael Chanssiin, &dtg har Ie soa 
, e 
considering and reporting as to the in the form and 


arrangement of the annual judicial ies of civil courts 
which should be adopted in the future. 





A COMMITTEE, 
appointed by the 





Tux Supremes Oourt Funds Rules, 1894, as 

have now been issued, and will come “ae arid 
January next. We printed some time the draft of these 
rules, and commented on them, but for the convenience of our 


readers we give elsewhere the rules as now issued. 





Ws sme let 0S Oe Sees ee 
Curry from the bench was an unprecedented occurrence, but 
there is a still further phenomenon to be recorded. During the 
absence of the learned judge two of his chief clerks were unable 
to attend at chambers owing to illness; hence the whole busi- 
ness of this important branch of the Chancery Division 

some days under the conduct of a single chief clerk. 





We print elsewhere Draft 


respect of 
ply to these elect 
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(Winding-up) Act, 1890. 


Ir FREQUENTLY occurs on appeals from chambers that a 
question arises as to what was said in chambers, and as to how 
the decision there was arrived at; and it sometimes happens 
that neither the counsel who argues the case on appeal nor the 
solicitor who instructs him was personally present before the 
judge or master in chambers. Mr. Baron Pottock, in the 

ivisional Court, last Tuesday remarked on the incunvenience of 
this. It is desirable that when counsel did not appear in 
chambers, or when another barrister appears on the appeal, the 
member of the firm of solicitors or the clerk who attended in 
chambers should esent 1 eal, in order 
that he may be at hand to enlighten the court on any question 
which may arise as to what took place below. 








ConsIDERING THE rumours which have prevailed, and have 
appeared in print, as to the condition of Mr. Justice Barnzs, 
and the supposed reason for deferring his retirement, it was 
certainly time that some authoritative statement should be made 
as to whether the learned judge is or is not to resume his seat 
on the bench. On Wednesday the 7Zimes announced that his 
condition ‘‘ was reported to be unchanged”; and the World 
of the same date said that he was in such a state of health 
that there was no chance of his being able to resume his duties. 
On Thursday, however, there appeared in the Zimes a state- 
ment that ‘“‘ Mr. Justice Barnes, who is at present staying at 
Malvern, is steadily improving in health. He will not return 
to court during the early part of the ensuing Hilary Sittings, 
but is expected to resume his judicial duties about the middle of 
the term.” We presume that this account may be taken as 
authentic, and we can only hope that the expectation expressed 
may be fulfilled. 


THE PRESENT METHOD of deciding points of practice in lunacy 
behind the scenes is somewhat inconvenient. A striking in- 
stance of it appears in the report of Re Browne (38 Soxicrrors’ 
JournaL, 679; 1894, 3 Ch. 412, 417), where Linptey, L.J., 
makes the following statement :—‘‘Soon after the Rules in 
Lunacy, 1892, had been made, a question arose whether a 


master had jurisdiction to make a vesting order under sections 

examining the Acts and rules all the members of the Court of 
Appeal came to the conclusion that he could, and such orders 
have ever since been made accordingly.’ Weare not aware 
that this unanimous conclusion was ever brought to the notice 
of the profession in general, and yet a point which required the 
united acumen of so many Lords Justices to settle might well 
have been communicated to the outside world. Like all points of 
construction, it is contained in the Acts and rules themselves, 
but only in the same way that the twelve or more books of 
Euclid are contained in the definitions, axioms, and postulates. 
Everyone cannot be an Euclid, even if time allowed, and it 
would probably be a great convenience to most lawyers if the 
more important points of lunacy practice were from time to 
time brought to their notice. 





Sourertxs ror a receiver, or in fact sureties for the obligor of 
any recognizance or bond, would do well to consider the decision 
of Onrrry, J., in Re Graham, Graham v. Noakes (43 W. R. 130) 
before they underfake any liability. case the receiver 
was only appointed receiver of the rents and profits of the real 
estate in an administration action, and the condition of his 
recognizance would have been satisfied if he had accounted for 
those rents and profits. The sureties were, nevertheless, held 
liable to account for capital moneys received on a policy of fire 
insurance on buildings forming part of such real estate, and for 
a sum of pure personalty, presumably capital, paid out of court 
from the personal estate account for repairs. They were also 
held liable for dividends on funds in court representing real 
estate sold. Now it seems quite clear that if the receiver had 









Dec. 22,- 18945 7 
actually accounted for everything that could conceivably be 
called rents and profits of real estate, including possibly th 
dividends on the proceeds of sale, he himself could not hayg” 
been sued at law on his bond. He would have craved oyer ang 
pleaded performance, and a replication assigning the omission” 
to account for capital moneys would surely have been held: 
bad. He might have been sued for these moneys in othep 





ways, or made to account as an officer of the court, but hea 
could not have been sued under the bond, the condition of 7 
which was unbroken. If, then, in Re Graham the receiver” 
had actually accounted for the rents and profits, the surotiog 
could not have been made to account for the capital. Une 
fortunately for them there was a sum of rents and profits uny 
accounted for. Whether the amount was large or small igh 
immaterial, the bond was forfeit, and the penalty a debt at law,f 
And now comes the curious point. The court, in applying the” 

i inciples of relief against forfeit at 


i3, 


m them 
; ©. Prac 
y the decision comes to this, @ condition is broken,” 
however slightly, the sureties for the rents and profits will nog” 
be relieved without accounting for everything the receiver, ag | 
an officer of the court, could be made to account for—.¢., for all” 
sums whatsoever that he has received, but which he would not. 
have received if he had not been receiver. It is poor consolas |} 
tion to tell them their liability cannot exceed the penalty of the 
bond. That goes without saying. There was a suggestion” 
that if the decision were the other way the form of the recog-— 
nizance (R. 8. C., 1883, App. L., Form 21, which is far wider” 
than the form in Re Graham) would have to be altered. Ag” 
the decision stands, that form of the recognizance may stand ag” 
well as pa The question of its form becomes simply im-~ 
material. 


Tue case of the Earl of Sattestury vy. The London and South® 
Western Railwa 0., Im 1¢ rd RvussELL delivered a” 
iron cece argon last Saturday, deserves notice. The 


plaintiff alleged that the timber, brushwood, peat, and game on ~ 
more than 100 acres of his land had been injured by a fire® 
caused by sparks proceeding from an engine on the Southampton ~ 
and Dorchester branch of the defendants’ line. The question” 
was whether he could recover damages forhis injury. It is no 
clearly established law (cf. London, Brighton, &c., Railway Co. Ww 
ee App. Oas. 45), and Tort pvscntz 80 airectod they 
jury, that, inasmuch as railway companies have the authority off 
the Legi ir railways, they are 
not lable for anythin in the exercise 0 & 
authority, provided thut-they-act-witt-¥easounblocare.—The- 
plaintift” contended that-the_rattway company —tmt—failed y 
comply with this condition by omitting to furnish their engine 
with a spark arrester, and the jury found as a fact that x | 


teicd 











spark arrester had been in use upon the engine the danger of 
fire would have been minimized. Did this amount to a find ot 
of negligence? Lord Russztz held that it did not, and we think” 
rightly. The parallel case put by the Lord Chief Justice seems” 
to us to dispose of the question conclusively. Suppose the issue” 
had been a railway accident, and the jury had found that if the 
rate of speed had been less, or a different brake had been uel 
the danger would have been reduced to a minimum? Oo 2 
the company have been convicted of negligence on such a finding ~ 
as this? Obviously not. At the same time it is rather to bey 
regretted that a specific answer to the question of ‘ negligenos) 
or no negligence ” should not have been obtained. On the other 
peat of the case—the interest of which is scientific rather tha 
egal—as to the value of spark arresters, we shall only say th 

we agree with Lord Russert that the peepontocenie tS t 
expert evidence pointed to the conclusion that their utility even 
in preventing the emission of sparks is of an equiyocal-character, 
Perhaps, however, the agitation of the question may lead = 
invention of a spark arrester so perfect that failure on the part” 
of a railway company to use it will be irrefragable proof of” 
negligence. 





ALTHOUGH THE word ‘securities’ is often used in a popu 
sense to indicate investments generally, and although the popular” 
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meaning g will be given to it in a legal document, if the context 
requires such a construction, yet there is a well- 

limitation which must as a rule be put on the term when used in 
an investment clause ; and it has long been settled that a power 


to invest “ upon security of the funds” of a company does not 
authorize an inv ent on ordinary stock or shares or even 


preference she shares, which are not a security u of 
goo We), 35 Bey 107. Te is aaposant that pron fa te paraeip er 7 
a 1), 2 is impo 


advisers should bear in mind the proper use of the expres- 

sion, = it is to be regretted that peaked se in pr eto Parliament 
should tend to laxity in the use of the term; but in the Trustee 
Act, 1893, the Legislature, departing from the language of the 
Trust Investment Act, 1889, includes in the term some investments 
which do not come within the strict and accurate sense of the 








“The expression ‘securities ’ includes stocks, funds, and | i 


shares ” (section 50 and see also section 2). The same definition 
— in section 2 (xiv.) of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. More- 
over, by section 17 of the Building Societies Act, 1894—which 
was enacted with a view to meet the decision in Re National 
Permanent Mutual Benefit Building Society (48 Ch. D. 431), that 
the trustees or directors of a building society could not avail 
themselves of the powers of investment conferred by the Trust 
Investment Act, 1889— it is enacted that ‘‘ the powers of invest- 


include power to invest in or upon any security in which trustees 
are for the time being authorized by law to invest.” The Act 
contains no definition of the word “security,” and the question 
arises whether a building society may invest funds not immedi- 
ately required for its purposes in any ‘investment authorized by 
the Trustee Act, 1893, or only on “securities” in the strict 
sense of the word. The strict construction would, in view of 
the definition in the Trustee Act, 1893, be a narrow one, and 
the courts would probably be reluctant to ——- it, but trustees 
and directors of building societies will ne ly prefer to take 
the safer course. The above remarks appl to societies 
under the Industrial and Provident Societies Act, 1893 (see 
section 38 (1) (@)), with perhaps greater force, since the Act is 

ior in date to, though contemporaneous in commencement 
with, the Trustee "Act, 1893, 


Ee under section 25 of the Building Societies Act, 1874, shall 


Iy THE CASE seam Reg. v. Justices of London (ante, Lad 114)a ——— 
ls considerable im ertance with regard to in licensin 
came before on urt. An sapplcation Tors 
ree of & 06 ane een re ry the licensing justices, 
the pe eppieent app ealed to quarter sessions. The ap was 
Tisteed, end the court of quarter sessions was ed, but 
refused, to order the appellant to pay to the respondent justices 
their costs under section 29 of 9 Geo. 4, c. 61, which provides 
that in these cases “it shall be lawful for . |. . and such 
court is ee required to adjudge and order” the unsuccessful 
ones res. the justices their costs. The case came before 
Divisional Court in the form of an application for a mandamus 
to the court of quarter sessions to hear and determine the justices’ 
application for costs according to law. One of the points raised 
inargument was that section 29 of 9 Geo. 4, c. 61 has been re’ 
by implication by certain sections of the Summary Jurisdiction 
Acts, 1879 and 1884, and that the court of quarter sessions is 
tore no longer bound to give the justices their costs when 
ogg | an appeal, but has a discretionary power to refuse 
e Divisional Court did not give any decision upon this 
ie but refused to grant a mandamus on the C) 
court of quarter sessions had heard and determined ae 





















presen ”q r 5 court "of pec 
sessons had jurisdiction to do anything more than out the 
law with re; are to costs in the manner directed by the Act in 
question. this be so, then it cannot make any difference 
Whether the law is clearly defined in one section of a statute or has | 








be ascertained 
wore Tho efoto this txion on 


the Legislature ma provide that 
costs are to be cajeigel Ses eeu way 
quarter sessions can disregard the 


damus simply by saying that the court has considered the matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the particular 

statute in question has been repealed, and that under some other 
statute the court has a discretion in the matter. i 
cumstances it would a from the decision in the case under 
consideration that the 


rear: alpaca yeswere rp 
bevedthet it the court of quater 





a 
perforumaee of a judicial function, but in 
stailer to the ponent ths Ginaral Queen’s Bench has granted a 
maudamus. In Reg. v. Justices of West Riding (2 B. & 8 
justices were ordered to make an order for costs under 5 & 
4, c. 50, s. 90, in certain highway proceedings, and a si 
was made in Reg. v. Justices of Monmouthshire (1 D, & L145) in a 
pauper removal case under 9 Geo, 1, c. 7, s. 9. 





Two INTERESTING points of criminal were raised at 
Worship-street Police Court last week in the Whitecha 
murder case. (1) Has the Home > atviias cae 
peach ete ae wingers Boye ine eB th saad 
arrest and before t, on the ground that he is a 
dangerous lunatic? and (2) What entry t to be made in 
the police court records in such a case? ‘Wi the fire uestion 
somos dock wes cat upen's Meme Maan ae jut as 
some doubt was cast upon the Home 8 — in the 
matter above mentioned, it may be worth w is pel er to se0- 


tion 2, sub-section (1), of che Geman! Lanalien Aa 188, which 
is an express authority for an @ quéstion. 
As regards the second papper pb BM Ecos. 1 Rage Bans 
magistrate made an entry of “ Removed to asylum 

any! order.” This was clearly more accurate the 
entry of “ ” which the prisoner's legal ad 
demanded. If the point were likel sf gues etn tak poceoee 
explicitness were necessary, W 9 shoul some such formula 


as “ Charge di b eeael of prisoner to asylum 
under Secretary of State's order.” 








REMITTED ACTIONS. 


TEBE are some practical difficulties with to actions 
remitted to county courts which are a constant source of trouble 
and uncertainty to practitioners. The main source of trouble is 
of recent origin, and is confined to these actions which are 
brought to a conclusion in the High Court as to part of the 
claim, and in which the residue is remitted to a county court 
under section 65 of the County Courts Act, 1888. The difficulties 
are the Sntinest cee ee ee Judge, to which 
poh sien or os ularly later on. The effect of that case, 


on the whole, song or iy r the situation considerably, 
but it has, sicaaidheth aa of its own which it 
may be useful to consider. 


Under section 65 gptradbers, af recesey 1888, an action of 


contract, where the amount in 








Sbtarned ‘the Ly dave 
chained. the duty de with the rey 


meeeet in Ce coms area 





of the Oounty Courts ‘Act, 1867, being sufficiently clear. 
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It has been ‘laid down in recent ‘cases that when once an 
that effect has 


action has ne emitted —i«, when an order to e 
e and the papers left with the county cou Bp 
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W. KR. 401, 1. W.R. 9; v 
Q. B. 107, 260). Prior to these cases the question where and to 
what extent jurisdiction lay over the remitted action was veiled 
in doubt. There was no case law on the subject, and a general 
idea prevailed that the High Oourt retained a kind of qualified 
juriediction over the action. ‘The section provides that the 
costs of the action down to the date of remission should be on 
the High Court scale, and afterwards on the county court scale, 
and it was not unnaturally supposed that jurisdiction over the 
costs of the action down to the date of remission remained in 
the High Court. It was supposed, too, that jurisdiction over 
money paid into court prior to remission also remained in the 
High Court. These doubts have been set at rest by Harris v. 
Judge. When once an action, or the residue of an action, is 
remitted, fhe county court judge alone has power to deal with 
the whole action. 

Such being the state of the law with regard to remitted 
actions, let us consider the usual terms in which orders remitting 
the residue of a claim are made. Most of these actions are 
remitted under order 14. On the case coming before the 
master it is found that there is no defence as to part of the 
claim, but there is a primd facie defence as to the residue. An 


pias is therefore made for payment of, let us say, £50 to the 
} otift within ten days, otherwise judgment for that amount ; 
that the defendant have leave to defend as idue; and 


that the action as to the residue be remitted to the county court. 
These orders never deal with the costs for the obvious reason 
that until the action as to the residue is determined the costs 
cannot be properly dealt with. The form of this order places 
the plaintiff in some difficulty. The order does not say where 
the judgment is to be signed in case the defendant fails to pay the 
£50. If the plaintiff does what section 65 of the County Courts 
Act, 1888, tells him to do, he will immediately lodge the papers 
with the county court registrar and the transfer will be complete, 
and according to ris v. Judge the High Court jurisdiction 
over the action has entirely c . Can he therefore enter judg- 
ment for the £50 in the county court? Obviously not, because 
it is only the residue of the action which is remitted. As to 
entering judgment for the £50 in the High Court, Mr. Justice 
Cave has expressed a doubt whether under such a form of 
order the judgment can be entered in the High Court either (see 
judgment of Cave, J., Keeble v. Bennett, 71 L. T., at p. 248). 
What usually happens is that the plaintiff holds his order back 
until the time for payment of the £50 has expired, and then 
‘akes his judgment in the High Court for that sum. But the 
form of order ought to be altered in the way suggested by Cavs, 
J., in his judgment above referred to, by “ ordering the action 
to be remitted only after payment of the sum specified, or after 
judgment has been entered for the same.”’ But even this would 
n»t remove the plaintiff’s difficulty in the majority of cases. 
In the greater number of cases the defendant has no intention 
whatever of defending the case as to the residue, but only seeks 
to gain time. Before the time allowed him to pay the £50 has 
expired he approaches the plaintiff and gives up his right to 
defend on such terms as he can make. Thereupon the plaintiff 
has to get an order for his costs, and he does not know whether 


he to apply to the county court judge or to a judge of 
the MipicCat: IF espn vo the judge in. cham ers he 
may have /arris v. Judge cited against him, and if he contends 
that the action is not really transferred, as he has not left the 

pers ia the county court, the obvious answer of his opponent 
is that he was bound to do so under the Act, and ought not to 
profit by his own Jaches. If he applies to the county court he 
is met by the objection that, the action being concluded by the 
terms arranged, there is nothing left to try in the county court. 


Here is a question of “ practice and procedure” fit for the Court 


of Appeal. 


It may not be out of place to offer a suggestion for the 
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consideration of the masters in making these orders under 
14. Byrule 8 of that order the master is empowered, in gi 
leave to defend, to order trial without pleadings, or to onder 
the action to be entered in the special list for Trial 
orthwith. Surely with these facilities for cheap and expeditions” 
disposal of the whole case by the High Court there is no longer” 
any necessity for remitting: these residues of actions to county | 
courts. It would save a great deal of trouble and expen 
and clear away a lot of difficulties if summary trial or tri 
without pleadings in the High Court were ordered in lieu af} 
remission to the county court. Indeed, the best solution of the 
difficulty would be to empower the masters to try these residugg 
of actions themselves, in accordance with the suggestion we 
put forward last week (ante, p. 108). When we consider that 
with such a trifling adaptation of its machinery the High Court 
could try these cases quicker and with less expense than they 
can be tried in the county courts, it seems to us a mistake 
any action partly dealt with in the High Court to be romittel} 
to a county court. 
















































THE COPYHOLD ACT, 

Il. e 

Voluntary enfranchisement. — The provisions for voluntary) 

enfranchisement are required for cases whether olther the lord 
or the tenan’ 38 


1894. 






has less than an estate in fee simple in possess 


or_corresponding copyhold or customary estate. Sector 
reprodUERg BRON 70 Of TEADTOPTOTT, anos the lord of any” 
manor, with the consent of the Board of Agriculture, to enfram 
chise any land held of the manor, and enables any tenant, with 
the like consent, to accept an enfranchisement of his land. Just 
as under the Act of 1843, the compensation may be a gross sum) 
or a rent-charge charged on the land enfranchised, or a ote 
ance of land, or of a right to mines or minerals convenient to bg | 
held with the manor, or a conveyance of a right to waste in 
lands belonging to the manor (section 15). A rent-charge may 
be either a fixed sum, or, where it exceeds 20s., an annual sum 
varying with the price of corn. A voluntary enfranchisement ig 
effected with the consent of the Board of Agriculture by such 
deed_as would be proper on an enfranchisement by a lord seised 
in fee (section 16). Usually, however, a voluntary enfranchise 
ment by a lord with a limited estate can be effected without 
recourse to the Board of Agriculture under the provisions of the 
Settled Land Acts. 

Effect of Enfranchisement.—Section 21 collects from varioug 
Acts the provisions with respect to the effect of enfranchisement, 
The land becomes of freehold tenure and, save so far as concerng 
the custom of gavelkind in Kent and the rights of person 
married before the date of the enfranchisement, it is freed from 
special customs relating to descent, dower or freebench 


tenancy by the curtesy. Instead of these it is subject to the; 
same law of descent, , oma and curtesy as is applicable to land} 
held in free and common socage. But im case of an escheat for” 
want of heirs the lord is entitled to the same right as he would 
have had if the land had not been enfranchised. This provision 
reproduces section 4 of the Act of 1887, Moreover, enfranchise 
ment has to be considered, not only in respect of the change if 
the tenure of the land, but in respect of its possible effect am 
rights and interests depending on the copyhold title. The 

sub-section of section 21 repeats accordingly the rule laid dow 
in the Act of 1852, that such rights and interests, whether 
arising under a will, settlement, mortgage, or otherwise, shall 
continue to attach upon the land enfranchised in the same way 
as nearly as may be as if the freehold had been comprised if” 
the instrument or disposition by which they were created) 
Having regard to this provision, it was, perhaps, hardly” 
necessary to enact separately, as is done by clause (¢) of the) 
lst sub-section, that ‘‘ every mo of the copyhold estate m 
the land shall become a mortgage of the freehold for a corre, 
sponding estate.” An enfranchisement does not deprive t 
tenant of any commonable right in the land enfranchised) 
(section 22), nor does it, without the express consent in writing), 
of the lord or tenant respectively, affect the rights of either af} 
them in respect of mines and minerals (section 23), A come= 
spondent recently (ante, p. 41) suggested a doubt whether thi, 
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latter provision was consistent with the ision of section 21 
3), that where enfranchised copyhold are let on lease the 

old into which the copyhold is converted becomes the rever- 
gion expectant on the lease. It does not seem, however, that 
this clause, which reproduces section 44 of the Act of 1852 as 
explained by section 41 of the Act of 1887, has any direct con- 
nection with section 23, which reproduces section 48 of the Act 
of 1852. The copyhold land becomes freehold, and the rights 
and liabilities of the copyholder and his tenant inter se remain 
unaltered. But at the same time the rights of the lord and 
eopyholder in respect of mines and minerals continue as though 
the enfranchisement had not been effected. 

Consideration-money, rent-charges, and expenses.—As we have 
already seen, the first part of the Act deals with the mode in 
which the amount and form of the compensation are ascer- 
tained. The fourth part contains provisions as to its payment. 
In the case of voluntary enfranchisements under the Act of 
1841, the compensation was paid to the lord, if absolutely enti- 
tled; if he was a limited owner, or was under | disability, 
and the amount was not less than £200, it was paid into court ; 
under similar circumstances, if the amount was under £200 and 
over £20, it was, at the option of the lord or his guardian, &c., 
— re 10 Oop oro by A to trustees ; a it sat = pox wer 

ight, if the Copyho mmissioners thought fit, id to 
the lord for his own use (sections 73 to 75). In the welt af a 

yment being made to a lord not entitled under the Act to 
receive it, the land enfranchised remained ch with the 
amount in favour of the person entitled (section 76). In con- 
sidering this last provision, which is reproduced in section 26 
(4) of the recent Act, it must be remembered that, by the defini- 
tion clause (section 102), the word “lord,” as used in the Act of 
1841, included the lord de facto, whether ly entitled or 


we, end that on onfranchisement under fhat Act made by a 
Wi e, was effectual (Kerr v. Pawson, 6 W. R. 447). 
In the vent of the consideration-money being paid to a lord 
seised in fee de facto merely and not de jure, section 76 appears 
to have secured the true lord against loss of the money by 
giving him a charge on the land enfranchised, and the quondam 
tenant had his remedy over against the recipient of the money. 

This system seems to have been open to the objection that on 
a subsequent sale of the enfranchised land it was necessary to 
shew that the land was not ed with the consideration- 
money under section 47, and the Act of 1852, in authorizing 
compulsory enfranchisement, introduced a system more favour- 
able to the tenant. In certain details, discussed in Kerr v. 
Pawson (supra), the Act differed from that of 1841, but Romy, 
M.R., there held that, in spite of indications to the contrary, an 
enfranchisement under it was effectual, just as under the Act of 
1841, although the title of the lord de facto was bad. There was 
no provision, however, for charging money paid to such a lord 
on the land. Instead of this, the true lord could only recover 
against the lord de facto (section 47). The provisions with 

to the mode of payment by the tenant were similar to 
those of the earlier Act, save that the consideration-money 
might, at the option of the lord, be paid either into court or to 
trustees, although it was over £200. There was no strict in- 
oy omg by the commissioners of the lord’s title, but the lord 
and his steward might shew a primd facie title by statutory 
declaration (section 22), and, if there was any doubt as to its 
validity, the commissioners might direct the compensation to be 
paid into court. 

The Act of 1887 introduced a further change in favour of the 
tenant. It enabled him to pay the money into the hands of the 
lord for the time being, although his estate was limited (section 
2%), and even though he had no title (section 49). This 

y discharged the tenant, and the lord was to 
apply the money, under the direction of the commissioners, in 
accordance with the provisions of the Acts. 

The general result was that the tenant was quite absolved 

inquiring into the lord’s title, whether for the sake of 





securing the validity of the enfranchisement or of obiainlog 0 the 


for the consideration-money. It was enough for hi 


iat be 


was eee Spire the lord de facto. The enfranchisement 
Was carried through with such lord and the money paid to him. | ; 
Before the Board of Agriculture sanctioned the isemen: 


it was necessary for the lord to shew a primd facie title, but he 





had not to prove his title strictly, and it he was in fact not 
entitled, the true lord had no on the land : he could only 
recover the money from the usurper. 

The Act is intended to reproduce this state of thi 
and the sections of Part IV. form, in their simplicity 














arrangement, a marked contrast to the sections of previous 
Acts to which we have been referring. The money is paid to 
he lord for the time being, and the Bc ire ¢ 
him as to its applicatic 
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stopped. 
iin of section 76 of the Act 


seen, was meant to give a on the land, seems 
to have been impliedly by the Act of 1852. There is, 
however, a slight alteration in the clause. Section 76 


of the Act of 1841 spoke of payment to a “ lord” not entitled 
under the provisions of the Act to receive it; but this provision 
would now be i for a “lord” must be at least a lord 
de facto, and the lord de facto is entitled to receive the considera- 
tion-money. The inconsi is avoided by changing the 
word ‘‘lord ” to “ person,” so the on the only 
arises in the event of the money being paid “to a who is 
not entitled to receive it under the provisions of 
can only arise, therefore, where payment has 
0 le nets tale eeeiieee 
practically impossible, having to 
ledge of cos fanent and the declaration req 
of iculture; but the result of re- 
vision is to make it possible for a 
exist on 6 ised land, and thus to 
Act of 1852. The foregoing discussion 
matter is one of some complication ; 
76 of the Act of 1841 has been re-enacted in 
the present Act by inadvertence. 
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REVIEWS. 
RES JUDICATA. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF RES JUDICATA, INCLUDING THE Doo- 
TRINES OF JURISDICTION, BaR BY Suit, anp Lis PENDENS. 
Hux Cuanp, M.A. W. Clowes & Sons (Limited). 

This is an elaborate treatise of 764 on the law of res judicata 
in its application to civil Te who 

has had to rely entirely on his own library for his 

are about 4,000 cases quoted). He has 

book which deals exhausti with the 


in ap Be peony forms to For an 

English lawyer this book is too vast, as Ree hag agg 

of cases can only arise under the Indian Code, it is, we 

think, safer for him to rely on ish and Irish decisions in all cases 

id whieh Oy ee ee on and clear. role 
wan . Chand’s book found a mine of principle 

thority. then ; this 
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new book, and it will generally be discovered together with many other 

authorities. We say this, also, because we have found the index 

insufficient, differing herein from the opinion of the author, as ex- 
pressed in his preface. 

In some cases, however, there will be disappointment, as many 
matters which are of importance in England have not found place 
in a book of so general.a p Thus such a subject as an appeal 
to quarter sessions. by way of rehearing does not come under the 
subject of “review,” and, as we think, quite properly. But when 
we come to such a heading as ‘‘ Competency of jurisdiction does not 
involve finality of decision” (pp. 20, 393), while we are given some 
important Indian authorities, we miss some decisions on the effect of 
a@ county court judgment on subsequent proceedings in the High 
Court. We have, for instance, a case which decides “‘ that a decision 
by an assistant commissioner as to the existence of the consideration 
for a bond, in a previous suit for some interest due on the bond, did 
not constitute res judicata in a subsequent suit for the amount of the 
bond, which was beyond the assistant commissioner’s jurisdiction.” 
This is a highly important decision, but difficult to find without the 
assistance of Campbell v. Loader (1865, 13 W. R. 348, 3 H. & C. 520) 
and Hodson v. Walker (1872, 20 W. R. 489, L. R. 7 Ex. 55), the former 
of which decided that a judgment in ejectment in a county court is 
not conclusive in a subsequent action in the High Court for mesne 
profits in the form of an action for trespass vi et armis ; the county 
court having no jurisdiction in the latter case. 

Mr. Chand has incorporated into his book a chapter on Lis Pendens, 
and we notice that, relying on certain American authorities, he con- 
cludes that the doctrine that alienations pendente lite are subject to 
the decree in the action applies with equal force to personal as to 
real estate. The recent decision, however, of Wigram v. Buckley (38 
Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 680; 1894, 3 Ch. 483) sheWs tat, as far ng- 

} land is concerned, this not true, in the absence of notice. The pendency 
of i i the chapter, but we do not notice 
Peruvian Guano Oo. v. Bockwoldt (1883, 31 W. R. 851, 23 Ch. D. 225). 

In conclusion, we consider that this book, though to be used with 
caution on account of the varying systems of law with which it deals, 
is distinctly one that ought to be in all the larger legal libraries. We 

t that the type and printing cannot be commended, and we con- 
ider that no demands of a publisher can excuse thirty-eight pages of 
addenda et corrigenda. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
PILLERS ». EDWARDS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I have read your recent observations on Pillers v. Edwards 
with interest, and, as I was solicitor for the defendant in case 
and plaintiff in the case of Hood Barrs v. Cathcart, 1 should be glad 
if you would insert this letter. 

he exact point raised in Pillers v. Edwards was decided in the 
Ap Court No. 1 (Lord Esher, M.R.,and Kay and A. L. Smith, L.JJ.) 
on the ~ of July. The facts in this case were as follows :—On the 
25th of , 1894, rents accruing from a life estate alleged to be 
subject to a restraint became due to Mrs. Cathcart. On the 9th, 
16th, and 23rd of April and 4th of May, 1894, orders were made 
against Mrs. Cathcart for payment of certain costs to me. I applied 
to have the moneys which became due on the 25th of March applied 
in payment of the costs under the orders of the 9th, 16th, and 23rd 
of — and the 4th of May. The court decided that this could not 
be since the restraint on anticipation applied after the 
ents were due; and Kay, L.J., in Kis judgment stated as-fol- 
lows :— Now, except that (i.c., another point), there is really 
nothing that is worth attending to, because this court did de- 
liberately decide, and decided with a deliberation which this 


gentleman who has been éntePfaining us so long [i.¢e., about fifty 





minutes] does not seem to have had the slightest idea of, that the 
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We have decided that. he can get it upset in the House ¢ 
Lords, very well; but, while it has been so decided, it is binding on ~ 
us. Therefore there is another reason why these rents which he 3 
been received by the receiver are subject to a restraint on anticipation — 
until they reach the hands of Mrs. Cathcart. For all these reasons ~ 
é n to usis a perfectly hopeless 
one, and I think this application should be dismissed, with costs,” 
Lord Esher and A. L. oe L.J., er L. Smith, LJ. (af an 
In giving judgment in Pi v. Edwards, A. L. Smith, L.J. (after = 
Pe As with the judgment of Lord Davey in Hood Barre v. Cathcart, ~ 
and stating that that judgment did not touch the point at all), states 
as follows :—‘‘ But, in the second case—or what I may call the second 
case—of Hood Barrs v. Cathcart, although it is by no means the © 
second case, the judgment of the Court of Appeal was delivered by 
Kay, L.J., and I cannot read the judgment which was then de- 


livered—and to which I was a party—without coming to the con- 
clusion that this court did hold then until the money comes 


i 






bTaln anticipation. at we he ry a 
ji ; you oubt. Mr. Wallace says to-day that it was 
not ni to the decision, and I think he is well founded in that, 
I do not think it was necessary to the decision, but that we actually 
decided it I cannot havea doubt. . . . This point did come up 
again on the 23rd of July, in another case of Hood Barrs v. Cathcart, 
which one may call the fourth action. There again Kay, L.J., 
affirmed what I have already been pointing out we held in the 
Court of Appeal in Hood Barrs v. Cathcart (No. 2). It seems to me 
to be impossible, therefore, now for us to say that that was bad law, 
.S I think we should be stultifying ourselves if we were to 
say now that a receivership order ought to be made. In my 
opinion it ought not.” Hoop Barrs’ 

12, Clement’s-inn, Strand, London, W.C. =--- : 
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THE FINANCE ACT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Can your readers throw any light on the following points 
arising under a will ? 

(a) Testator directs that his widow shall be at liberty, if and so 
long during her life as she shall think fit, to have the occupation of 
his mansion-house and certain specified freehold lands, and of certain 
effects, afterwards constituted heirlooms. 

(6) Bequeaths the heirlooms (subject to widow’s enjoyment thereof) 
to trustees on trust to devolve with the settled estates. 

(c) Devises his estates (subject to his anew competion: 7 the 
parts specified), excepting such parts as are copyhold or leasehold, to 
the use of his pe on during his life, with remainders over in strict 
settlement. 

(2) Devises copyholds to the use of his trustees, and bequeaths 
leaseholds to his trustees on trusts corresponding with the uses of the 
freeholds. 

(e) Creates a residuary fund out of his personal estate (except 
leaseholds) for payment of funeral and testamentary expenses and 
debts, for payment of an annuity to the widow, and, subject thereto, 
for his younger sons. 

1. Is the widow accountable for such part of the settled freehold 
estates as she is given the liberty to occupy, and may she raise the 
estate duty and settlement estate duty thereon by sale, mortgage, or 187 












terminable charge under section 9 (6) ? | 

2. The executors are, of course, accountable for the value of the Sup 
heirlooms. Is the estate duty and the settlement estate duty upon them Sur 
payable out of the residuary fund ? Ral 

3. The eldest son is, of course, accountable for the freeholds 
devised to him for life in possession, and may raise the duties under 
section 9 (6). 

4. (i.) The trustees appear to be accountable for the copyholds, = |. 
and may raise the duties. (ii.) The executors appear to be account- into 
able for the leaseholds, and must, it is presumed, pay both the estate uy 
duty and the settlement estate duty (?) thereon out of the residuary 2, 
fund. (If so, this seems icularly unfair to the residuary legatees). 

The testator also settles sums of £10,000 apiece on such of his ny 
daughters as shall attain the age of twenty-five and their children, fron 
such sums to be appropriated out of his interest in a partnership con- in 
cern. Is the element estate duty on these sums payable out of the he 
resid fund or out of the settled sums themselves ? 

13, New-inn, W.C. WrttmaM Van SoMMER. pury 

3. 
WHAT IS AN “EQUITABLE MORTGAGE’’? om 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } oni 


Sir,—Referring to the letter of your correspondent ‘ Constant 5 
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Reader,” in your issue of the ist inst. under this heading, I was being for and on behalf of the Court of Judicature, 
recently required by a purchaser’s solicitor to submit for adjudica- or the Assistant Pa: for Supreme Court business 
tion an equitable mortgage containing a power ad for the time being deputed by the Paymaster General to act on 

sen ste By d duty of Is. 7 but his behalf for business : 
the aiithorities e documen insuffi- | ‘‘ Pay Office” means the Paymaster General’s Office for business of 
ciently stamped, and required me to pay, and I did pay, in addition the Supreme Court of Judicature : 


to the difference between the 1s, and the 2s. 6d. per cent. duty, the 

penalty of £10, although the Board afterwards returned me the 
lty. 

The Board contend that the ad valorem duty of 1s. per cent. must 


be strictly confined to such documents as come within the definition 


of an equitable mortgage in section 86, sub-section 2, of the Stamp 
Act, 1891, and that unless a document is brought strictly within 
that definition, which operates by way of exception, it is a mo: , 
and liable to the 2s. 6d. per cent. ad valorem duty. Where the 
document confers a power of sale, they contend that it cannot be 
said to be a mere memorandum relating to deposit of title deeds of 
property or merely creating a charge on such property. 

It was, I believe, at the instance of badene, and in order to 

ide for a cheaper ad valorem duty in the case of ordinary 

fankers” charges, that the 1s. per cent. duty was originally intro- 
duced into the 1888 Act, and if the document in any way travels 
beyond the words of the section, as, for example, by 1 y 
assigning even an equitable interest only in land, the Board hold 
that it no longer falls within the exception, but attracts the higher 
rate of duty. W. R. J. Hickman. 

27, King-street, Cheapside, E.C., Dec. 19. 


[We should like to see the ruling of the Somerset House authori- 
ties tested by an appeal to the court.—Eb. S. J.] 





MOTIONS IN THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I should like to ask, through your columns, whether it is 
really intended to expedite the hearing of motions in the Chancery 
Division, and, if so, when? My experience may, perhaps, be of 
interest to some of your readers. 

Writ issued 6th November, 1894. Notice of motion served on the 
12th November, for hearing before Mr. Justice North, sitting for 
Mr. Justice Chitty, for 15th November, when same was not reached, 
nor was it reached on the 22nd or 30th November, Sth, 6th, 7th, or 
18th inst. It is needless to say that I briefed a junior only, and I 
suppose it will now go over ‘od tanh sittings. 

urely the Incorporated Law Society should see that this is altered, 
or pressure put on the Lord Chancellor with a view of having a rule 
made to enter all motions in a list and let them take their turn, 
instead of the present anomalous proceeding of waiting until the 
“silks” have finished moving two motions each. 

This is one of the cases in which there is practically one law for 
the rich and another for the poor. A Soxicrror. 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 
SUPREME COURT FUNDS RUITES, 1894. 


I, the Right Honourable Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High 
Chancellor of Great Britain, with the concurrence of the T.ords 
Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury, do hereby, in pursuance 
of the powers contained in ‘‘The Court of Chancery Funds Act, 
1872,” ‘*The Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1875,” ‘‘ The 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Funds, &c.) Act, 1883,” ‘The 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) Act, 1894,’ and of every 
— power enabling me in that behalf, make the following 

es :— 


TI, OPERATION OF RULES AND INTERPRETATION OF TERMS. 


1, Commencement of Rules and short title.] These Rules shall come 
into operation on the Ist day of January, 1895, and may be cited as 
“The Supreme Court Funds Rules, 1894.” 

2. Repeal of existing Rales.| All other Rules or General Orders 
prescribing the mode of dealing wi nds 7 ing 
ay p ir consistent with these 
Rules, are hereby revoked and these Rules substituted therefor, as 
from the same day :—Provided that the Rules hereby revoked shall 
continue to apply to Orders made but not fully acted _— before 
these Rules come into operation, so far as is indispensable for the 
purpose of duly giving effect to such orders, 


eee 


3. Interpretation of terms.| Tn these Rules and in Orders as herein 
prescribed and defined terms shall have the same meaning as the same 
terms are defined to have in the Rules of the Su e Court, 1883, 
and the following words shall have the even it 


oo to them, viz. :— 
“ Paymaster’ means Her Majesty’s Paymaster General for the time 


meanings hereby 





“ Pay Office Account” means the account of the Paymaster General 
for the time being for and on behalf of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature : : 

“* Audit Office” means the Office of the Com: and Auditor 
General in which the audit of the accounts of the Pay Office is 
conducted : 

‘* Bank” means the Bank of d, or the Governor and Com- 
pany of the Bank of England, and includes for District 
parpoees ho Sees See the Bank of England in Liver- 

an 


poo Manchester : 
“Company ” includes corporation or body corporate : 
** Person ”’ includes a firm : 
‘* Government Securities” means New Consols, or £2} per -_— 
8 : 


Annuities, or £2} per centum Annuities, or Local 
“Funds” or “fands in Court” means any money, Government 
stock or annuities, or other securities, or any thereof 
standing or to be placed to the Pay Office Account in the books 
of the Bank of England or of any other Company, and includes 
boxes and other : Ae 

“Laken eee means pay or transfer into Court, or deposit in 

art : 

‘“‘ Lodgment in Court” means payment or transfer into Court, or 
deposit in Court : 

‘« Title of the cause or matter” means the short title of the cause 
or matter, with the reference to the Record : 

“‘ Ledger credit” means the title of the cause or matter and the 
separate account (if any) opened or to be opened under an 
Order or otherwise, in books of the Paymaster, to which 
any funds are credited or to be credited : . 

‘‘ Order” means an Order of the Supreme Court of Judicature or of 


the High Court of Justice or Court of A , whether made 
in Court or in Chambers, and an Order in , and includes 


a judgment or decree, and a report of a Master in Lunacy, 
confirmed by fiat, and th receiving the operation of an 
Order under the Lunacy ion Acts for the time being 
in force, or any general Order made thereunder; and a certifi- 
cate of a Master in Lun to be acted on without further 
Order ; and includes the Schedule or Schedules to an Order : 

“ Direction” means any cheque, draft, or authority issued to the 
Bank of England, or to any other eas. so § which relates to 
money or securities standing or to be p: to the Pay Office 
Account ; and includes any authority for the payment of money 
through the agency of the Post Office : : 

“Court” means the Supreme Court of Judicature or the High 
Court of Justice or any Division thereof, or the Court of 
A ; 

“ Re < sont means a Registrar of the Chancery or of the Probate, 

ivorce, and Admiralty Divisions of the High Court of 
istrar in ramets go also the District 
on of the rt in Li and Manchester; and 
includes the officer whose duty it may be under‘any General 
Orders in Lunacy for the time being in force to draw up and 
issue Orders in Lunacy : : 

“ Chief Clerk’s certificate” or “‘ certificate of a Chief Clerk”’ means 
a certificate made by a Chief Clerk of the Chancery Division of 
the Court or by a District i of the Court in Liverpool 
or Manchester acting as a Chief Clerk: peep 

“Taxing officer” means a Taxing Master in the Chancery Division 
of the Court, and the Master or person whose duty it is to tax 
the costs in the other Divisions or in Lunacy: 

‘National Debt Commissioners” means the Commissioners for the 
reduction of the National Debt: 

‘‘ Statutory declaration” means a declaration under the Statutory 
Declarations Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Wm. 4, c. 62), subject to the 
Lacy 44 & 45 Vict. c. 41, 8. = 

In causes and matters proceeding a District A 
“* Master,” “‘ Chief Clerk,” and “ Taxing officer” mean Dis- 
trict Registrar : : 

Words oe the singular number only include the plural 
number, and words importing the plardl number only include 
the singular number : 

Words importing males include females. 

II. PREPARATION OF ORDERS IN THE CHANCERY DIVISION AND IN 
LUNACY TO BE ACTED UPON BY THE PAYMASTER, AND PAR- 
TICULARS RELATING THERETO. 

4. Application of Rules 5 to 27 inclusive.] The rules next following, 
numbered severally 5 to 27 inclusive, apply only to causes and 
matters in the Division, and (so far as the séme are 
applicable) to matters in ° 


Justice, and a 
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5. Order for funds to be brought into Court to have a 
Schedule.] Every Order which directs funds to be lodged in Court 
shall have annexed thereto as part thereof a Schedule, to be styled 
the Lodgment Schedule, which shall be headed with the title of the 
cause or matter, the date of the Order, and the title of the ledger 
credit to which the funds are to be placed; and shall set out ina 
tabular form :— 

(a.) The name, or a sufficiently identifying description of the 

mn by whom the funds are to be lodged: 

b.) The amount, if ascertained, and the description of the funds. 
roceeds of the sale of any 


e authority for a lodgment of the 
rder to be sold, and for a 


pany which has been directed by an 
odgment of Receivers’ balances, may be a Lodgment Schedule 
signed by a Chief Clerk; and such gment Schedule shall operate 
in the same manner as a Lodgment Schedule annexed to an Order. 

The Lodgment Schedule shall be prepared upon a printed form 
according to the Form No. 1 in the Appendix to these Rules, and 
as nearly as may be in the manner shewn by the specimen entries 
appended to such Form ; and may direct the investment and accu- 
mulation of the funds or the dividends or interest on the funds to be 
lodged ; and may also direct that the funds shall not be dealt with 
without notice to the purchaser or other person named in such 
Schedule. 

6. Order for funds to be paid out, &c., to have a Payment Schedule. ] 
Every Order which directs funds in Court to be paid, sold, trans- 
pomon§ or delivered, or carried over to any other ledger credit than 
that to which the same are standing, or to be otherwise dealt with by 
the Paymaster, shall have annexed thereto as part thereof a Schedule, 
to be styled the Payment Schedule, which shall be headed with the 
title of the cause or matter, the date of the Order, and the ledger 
credit to which the funds dealt with are standing. The Payment 
Schedule shall contain as part of the heading a statement of the 
funds with which, or with part of which, or with the interest or 
dividends on which the Paymaster is to deal, describing them if 
already in Court as they appear in the Paymaster’s certificate, or if 
not gg A Court stating the source from which they are to be 
derived. e Payment Schedule shall set out in a tabular form :— 

(a.) The name of each person to whom a payment, transfer, or 
delivery of any funds is to be made: unless the name is to be 
stated in a certificate of a Chief Clerk or a Master in 
Lunacy or a Taxing Officer, or unless such payment, transfer, 
or delivery is to be made to trustees or other persons in 
succession, or to representatives when no probate or letters 
of administration shall have been taken out at the date of 
the Order. The name shall be in full (the christian name 
—— the surname) except in the case of a payment to a 

rm, when the business title of such firm may be stated; and 
when a payment is to be made to a person named in the 
Schedule, the address (if known at the time of preparing the 
Schedule) of such person, or in the case of a payment to two or 
more persons jointly of one of such persons, shall be stated in 
the Schedule : 

(.) The title of the ledger credit or separate account to which any 
funds are to be carried over : 

(c:) The amount and description of the funds in each case to be 
paid, sold, transferred, delivered or carried over, so far as the 
same can be ascertained at the date of the Order, except in the 
case of aliquot parts of an ascertained amount; and where the 
actual amounts to be dealt with cannot be ascertained at the 


date of the Order, and are not to be ey ascertained | pay 


by any means provided for by the Order or by these Rules, the 
iquot parts to be dealt with : 

(d.) The nature and necessary particulars of any other dealings 

with such funds by the Paymaster. 

In the body of the Schedule short descriptions may be used, and it 
shall not be necessary to add that the specific amounts dealt with 
form part of the larger amount of any like funds mentioned in the 
heading. The word “interest” in the Schedule shall, unless other- 
wise specified, mean the dividends and interest on all the funds 
mentioned in the heading. 

The Payment Schedule shall be prepared upon a printed form 
according to the Form No. 2 in the Appendix to these Rules, and as 
nearly as may be in the manner shewn by the specimen entries 
a to such Form. 

- When a separate account is opened.} When fands in Court are by 
an Order directed to be carried over to a separate account, the title 
of the ledger credit to be opened for the purpose shall, unless the 
Order otherwise directs, commence with the title of the cause or 
matter to which such funds are standing. 

8. When both a Lodgment and Payment Schedule to be annexed.) 
Every Order which directs or authorizes the lodgment of funds in 
Court and also deals with such funds or any part thereof, or with any 
funds already in Court to the same ledger credit, shall have annexed 
thereto as part thereof a combined Lodgment and Payment Schedule, 
in the Form No. 3 in the Appendix to these Rules. 





9. Separate Schedule for each ledger credit.) When funds to 


lodged in Court under an Order are by the same Order directed to be” 
credits, separate Lodgment Schedule ~ 
shall be made out for such respective ledger credits ; and when funds 


placed to two or more ledger 


standing to two or more ledger credits are dealt with by the same 


Order, separate Payment Schedules shall be made out for such ledger 


credits tively. 
10. Instructions to Paymaster to be solely contained in Schedule.] The 


oe ery and Payment Schedules, respectively, shall contain the 
whole 


of the instructions intended by the Orders of which they 
severally form part to be acted upon by the Paymaster, and all par- 
ticulars necessary to be known by him, so far as such instructions 
and particulars are capable of being expressed at the date of the 


Order, and the Paymaster shall only be responsible for giving effect 


to such instructions so intended to given by the Order as are ex- 
pressed in the Lodgment or Payment Schedule thereto. The instruc- 
tions and iculars contained in a Lodgment or Payment Schedule 
shall not set forth in the body of the Order, but shall only be 
therein referred to as appearing by the Schedule, unless for any special 
cause it shall, in the opinion of the Judge by whom the Order is made, 
or the Registrar by whom the same is drawn up, be necessary to set 
forth some part of such instructions or particulars both in the body of 
the Order and in the Schedule. 

11. When sums are to be ascertained by certificate, dc.) When an 
Order directs any sums to be pa oe by the certificate of a Chief 
Clerk or Taxing officer, or a Master in Lunacy, or in any other 
manner, and to be afterwards dealt with by the Paymaster, it shall 
be so expressed in the Payment Schedule ; and such certificate or 
other authority, or a duplicate or an office copy of the same, or of so 
much thereof as shall be necessary, shall be sent to the Paymaster, 
Such certificate shall be printed or partly printed, and as nearly as 
may be in the Form No. 4 appended to these Rules. 

12. Certificate for payment of taxed costs.) When an Order directs 


payment out of a fund in Court of any costs directed to be taxed by 


a Taxing officer, the Taxing officer shall state in his certificate 
name and address of the person to whom such costs are payable, 
Such certificate shall be printed, or y printed, and as nearly 
may be in the Form No. 5 ap ded to these Rules, and a duplicate 
or an office copy thereof sh sent to the Paymaster. 

13. Interest how ascertained.] When interest not directed to be 
certified is payable in respect of any money in Court directed by an 
Order to be dealt with by the Paymaster, there shall be stated in the 
Payment Schedule the rate per centum at which, and (if the day te 
which interest is payable can be fixed by the Order) the day (inclu- 
sive) to which such interest is to be computed, and the amount of 
such interest. 

14. When the day to which interest is payable cannot be ascertained] 
If the day to which interest is payable cannot be fixed by the 
Order, the day from which (exclusive) such interest is to be 
computed shall (except in the case of a computation of subsequent 
interest in the certificate of a Chief Clerk, or a Master in Lunacy) be 
stated in the Payment Schedule, and such interest may be directed 
to be computed and certified by a Chief Clerk, or a Master in Lunacy, 
or (where the computation is dependent upon the taxation of costa} 
by a Taxing officer. 

15. When interest certified by a Chief Clerk, &c.] Interest certified 
by a Chief Clerk, or a Master in Lunacy, or a Taxing officer, may, 
unless the Order otherwise directs, be computed to a day subsequent 
to the date of the certificate and to be named therein as the day for 
ment, so as to allow a reasonable time for doing all n acta 
to enable the payment to be made; and the Chief Clerk, or Master im 
Lunacy, or Taxing officer, may, if he thinks fit, require a statement 
in writing of such computation, authenticated by the signature of the 
solicitor of the person having the carriage of the Order, to be pro- 
duced before preparing the certificate, but no affidavit verifying sud 
computation be required. 

16. When interest to be ascertained by affidavit.] When the day for 

yment is not fixed by the Order, and the interest is not directed to 
Be certified as in the last preceding Rule mentioned, such interes 
shall,*without any provision in the Order for that purpose, be ascer- 
tained by an affidavit, or by a statutory declaration, in which case 


such interest shall be computed to a day (inclusive) to be named in 


such affidavit or declaration, as the day for payment; which 
shall not be more than 14 days after the day of swearing 
affidavit, or making such declaration ; and such affidavit or declara- 
tion shall be a sufficient authority to the Paymaster to pay or apply 
a. amount cf interest so ascertained in the manner directed by 

er. 

17. Deduction of income tax from interest.] In every case in which 
interest is to be computed, income tax (if any) shall, in making sudli 
computation, be deducted therefrom at the rate payable during the 
time such interest accrues, unless the Order otherwise directs; and if 


income tax has been deducted, it shall be so stated in every sud 


affidavit or declaration as is mentioned in the last preceding Rule. 









18, When dealings by the Paymaster are made contingent upon the 
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ion of particular documents.] Whenever the dealing by the Pay- 
se with funds in Court is, by an Order, made pose t upon 
the execution of some document, it shall be so in the Pay- 
ment Schedule. The execution of such document shall be certified by 
a Master in Lunacy, or by a Chief Clerk; provided that in the case 
of a document in existence at the date of the Order and sufficiently 
jdentified in the Schedule, the execution may be directed to be veri- 
fied by affidavit. Such certificate or affidavit shall state the particular 
amount of funds to be dealt with, and such certificate shall be printed, 
or partly printed, and as nearly as may be in the Form No. 6 

ded to these Rules. 

19. Periodical payments.) When an Order directs the payment of 
dividends, annuities or other periodical payments, to be by the 
Paymaster, there shall be stated in the Payment Schedule (except in 
the case of dividends payable as they accrue due), the time when the 
first of such payments and all subsequent periodical payments, whether 
quarterly, half-yearly, yearly, or otherwise, are to be made. 

20. Legacy, estate, and succession duty.| When an Order directs the 

yment, transfer, or delivery of funds in Court, in t of which 
om shall be payable to the revenue under the Acts relating to legac 
or estate or succession duty, and does not direct the payment of suc! 
duty, it shall be stated in the Payment Schedule that such payment, 
transfer, or delivery is subject to duty, and in such case the Paymaster 
is to have regard to the circumstance that such duty is payable; and 
when by an Order funds in respect of which such duty may be charge- 
able are directed to be invested, carried over, or placed to a se te 
account, the words ‘‘ subject to duty ” shall be ndited in the Schedule 
to the separate account directed to be opened. 

21. Payment, transfer, or delivery to trustees, &c.] When a m to 
whom payment, transfer, or delivery of funds in Court is di is 
entitled thereto as real estate, or as trustee, executor, or adminis- 
trator, or otherwise than in his own right or for his own use, the fact 
that he is entitled to the same as real estate, or the character in 
which he is so entitled, shall be stated in the Payment Schedule to 
the Order, or in the certificate of a Chief Clerk, or of a Taxing officer, 
or of a Master in Lunacy. 

22. Draft Schedule to be prssarud Pu party having conduct of proaed- 
ings.| When an er is made gin any way with funds in 

art or to be brought into Court in accordance with minutes agreed 
upon by the parties, the solicitor of the —_ duty it is to 
procure the order to be drawn up and entered shall p and lodge 
with the Registrar or other proper officer, for his consideration, draft 
Lodgment and Payment Schedules, as the case may be, in the same 
form as the Lodgment and Payment Schedules to an Order, and con- 
taining the particulars, so far as the same have been ascertained, 
which are required by these Rules to be contained in the Lodgment 
and Payment Schedules of the Order, 

23. Orders how drawn up and entered.] Every Order which is to 
be acted upon by the Paymaster shall be drawn up and entered by 
the Registrar, unless the Judge otherwise directs, and shall either be 
wholly printed, or, in cases in which printed forms can be used, may 
be partly in print and partly in writing. 

24. Copy of Schedules for Pasniehe? When any Order to be acted 
upon by the Paymaster is left for entry, a further copy of the 
Schedules thereto, initialled by the Registrar and stam with his 
official seal on every leaf, shall be left therewith. Such further copy 
of the Schedules shall be examined and sealed and marked with a 
teference to the Order as entered, and shall be sent to the Paymaster. 

A copy of a Lodgment Schedule signed by a Chiet Clerk (under 
owl 5. of these Rules) shall be sent to the Peyenitee by the Chief 

er’ 

25. Paymaster to act on copy of Schedules.|] The copy of the Schedules 
to an order sent to the Paymaster pursuant to the last preceding Rule 
thall be the Paymaster’s authority for giving effect to the several oper- 
ations directed therein. No part of the Order other than the Schedules 
thereto shall be sent to the Paymaster. 

26. Additional copies of printed Orders.| Additional printed copies of 
Orders or Schedules may be made according to the requirements of the 
parties or their solicitors, and when such Orders have been entered, 
sch additional copies shall be transmitted to the Central Office, and 
= being duly completed and signed or certified by the proper 

cer, may be issued as office or certified copies. 

27. Amendment of accidental errors in printed Orders.] Clerical mis- 
takes or errors, or accidental omissions in printed Orders, may be 
amended in writing : Provided that no amendment shall be e in 
any Order to provide for a new state of circumstances arising after the 
date of the Order ; nor shall any Order be amended for the pu of 
te the time thereby limited for making any lodgment of funds 
im Vourt. 

When any such amendment is made in a Schedule to an Order, the 
copy of such Schedule to be sent to the Paymaster under Rule 24 (if 
not already so sent) shall be amended and sealed in the manner above 

ided. If such copy has prior to the amendment been sent to the 
ymaster, a notification of the amendment, signed by a Registrar, 
be delivered to the solicitor having the carriage of the Order, who shall 


(lars 


leave such notification at the Pay Office, i 
amended Order ; and the Pa: shall note such amendment on his 
copy of the Schedule and act in accordance therewith. 


IIL. Form or ORDERS FOR THE PAYMENT OF Money IN THE QUEEN’s 
Bence anr Prosats, Divorce, AND Apmrrauty Drvistons. 

28. Form of Orders in Queen’s Bench and Probate, Divorce, and 
{ Admiralty Divisions.] In the Queen's Bench and i 
Admiralty Divisions an Order for the ae of money 
upon by the Paymaster shall be in the Form No 7 in the 
these Rules, or as nearly as be, and shall be signed by a 
a Registrar, or by an Official or by a Clerk of Assize, or an 
Associate, as the case may be. 


IV. Lopement or Fonps 1n Court. 


29. All funds lodged in Court to be to the account of the Pay- 
master.| All funds to be paid into or deposited in Court shall be paid or 
deposited at the Bank of England (Law Courts Branch), or in the case 
of funds to be | in Court in the District Registries of the High 
Court in Liverpool or Manchester, at the branch banks of the Bank of 
England in Liverpool or Manchester, and placed in the books of the 
Bank to the account of the Paymaster General for the time being for 
and on behalf of the Sapreme Court of Judicature; and the Bank 
— cause a receipt to be given tothe person making the payment or 

eposit. 

All securities to be transferred into Court shall be transferred to the 
said account in the books of the Bank or other Company in whose 
books such securities are registered. 

Any effects —— to the Bank to be so deposited in Court shall be 
deposited in locked boxes, or in such other secure manner as shall 
satisfy the Bank!; and before taking custody of a box the Agent, or 
other officer acting on behalf of the Bank, may, at his discretion, 
require an inspection of its contents in presence of the person deposit- 
ing it. 

heques for lodgment of hanes | are to be made payable to the Bank 


of (Law Courts Branch) for the account of the Paymaster 
General (and not to the Paymaster personally). 

30. Manner of of funds in Chancery Division ; and particulars 
to be stated in request.) In the Division a direction for a lodg- 


ment directed by an Order, or in a gment Schedule signed by a 
Chief Clerk BY: the case of purchase moneys or receivers’ balances), 
shall be issued by the Paymaster upon receipt of a copy of the Lodgment 
Schedule ; and a direction for a lodgment under the Trastee Act, 1893, 
shall be issued by him upon receipt of an office copy of the Schedule 
mentioned in Rule 41, or upon receipt of the request and certificate of 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue mentioned in that Rule. 

The Paymaster, on a request to that effect signed by or on behalf of 
a person directed by an Order to make a lodgment, may issue a se 
direction for lodgment of a part of the sum so directed to be lodged : 
Provided that the Paymaster shall not further deal, under such Order 
or under these Rules, with the amount so lodged until the full lodgment 
directed by the Order has been made; and ided that such 
lodgment of part of a sum shall not affect or prejudice any liability, 
process, or other consequences which such m may have become 
subject to by reason of his default in not lod: the whole sum. 

Directions for lodgments in the branch of the Bank of England 
in Liverpool or Manchester may be issued by the District Regietrars of 
the Court in Liverpool and Manchester. 

A lodgment of funds in Court not directed by an order may be made 
upon a direction to the Bank or other Company, to be issued by the 
Paymaster on a request signed by or on be' of the person desiring 
to make such lodgment: Provided that no such lodgment shall be 
placed in the Pay Office books to a separate account in a cause or 
matter (except to a security for costs account) unless an order has 
directed such eeparate account to be 

The request for a direction under Rule shall state the name of 
the by or on whose behalf the funds are to be , the ledger 
credit in the Pay Office books to which the funds are to be placed, and 
the date of the authority or certificate (if any) in pursuance of which 
rete t be in of the Lands Clauses 

n cases of funds to pursuance 
Consolidation Act, 1845, phe hold Acts, the farther partica- 
uired under rules 39 and 40 be stated in the request, And 
when (otherwise than as hereinbefore provided) funds are lodged in 
Court in pursuance of an Act of Parliament, under which some specific 
authority is necessary for such lodgment, the request for a direction for 
lodgment shall contain a reference to such Act and authority, and the 
—- authority shall be left at the Pay Office. 
cept in the cases next mentioned, the requests under this Rule 
shall be in the Forms No. 8 (for money) and No, 9 (for securities), in 
the Appendix to these Rules. 

Lodgments under Orders XXII. and XXXI. of R. 8. C. 1883.) When 

money is to be lodged s of Order XXII. of the 





under the 
shall | Rules of the Su 1883 action brought to recover a 
er oat ae Dee XXXL. 


debt or damages) or of Rule 26 of Order 
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of the said Rules, the request shall be in the Form No. 10 in the 
Appendix to these Rules, and shall contain a statement of the circum- 
stances under which the money is to be lodged, in such of the following 
terms as may be applicable to the case, viz. :— 

(A.) When the money is to be lodged subject to the provisions of 
Rule 5 of Order XXIL., a statement in the following terms :— 
“Paid in on behalf of defendant in satisfaction of claim of 
above-named [name of party],” (or “with defence setting up 
tender”). 

(B.) When the money is to be lodged subject to the provisions of 
Rule 6 of Order XXII., a statement in the following terms:— 
* Paid in on behalf of defendant against claim of above-named 
name of party], with defence denying liability.” 

(C.) When the money is to be lodged under the provisions of Rule 
26 of Order XXXI., a statement in the following terms :— 
“Paid in to security for costs account on behalf of [name of 

arty ” 

31. aditsonal ledgment of money at the Bank in urgent cases.] When 
it is desired to bring money into Court in the Chancery Division, 
whether under an Order or otherwise, without waiting the time neces- 
sary to obtain a direction for the Bank to receive such money, it may 
be lodged at the Bank t» the crelit of a supreme Court Suspense 
Account (subject to being dealt with as hereinafter mentioned, and not 
otherwise), upon an application signed by the person desiring to lodge 
the same, or his solicitor, and addressed to the Bank, specifying the 
amount, and the title of the ledger credit to which it is desired to be lodged, 
and upon such lodgment being made one of the cashiers of the Bank shall 
give a certificate that the amount has been lodged to the credit of the said 
Suspense Account ; and in every case the person making such lodg- 
ment, or his solicitor, shall forthwith request the direction of the 
Paymaster for the Bank to receive the money in the manner provided 
by the last preceding Rule, and shall leave such direction at the Bank 
for the purpose of having the money so previously lodged transferred 
t» the Pay Office Account, and placed in the books of the Pay Office to 
the ledger crelit mentioned in such direction. 

32. Mannér of lodgment of funds in the Queen’s Bench Division.] In 


the Queen’s Bench Division a lodgment of money to the account of the | 


PaYmaster sha made on presentation (Law Courts 


Branch) of a request signed b behalf of the person desiring to 
make Such request for lodgment shall be in the Form 
. 11 in the Appendix to these Rules, or as nearly as may be, and 


shall specify the title of the cause or matter to the credit of which the 
lodgment is to be placed, and shall also contain a statement of the cir- 
cumstances under which the money is lodged in such of the following 
terms as may be applicable to the case, viz. :— 

(A.) When the money is to be lodged subject to Rule 5 of Order 
XXII. of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, a statement in 
the following terms:—“ Paid in on behalf of defendant in 
satisfaction of claim of above-named” [name of party], (or “ with 
defence setting up tender ”). 

(B) When the money is to be lodged subject to Rule 6 of Order 
XXII. of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, a statement in 
the following terms :—“ Paid in on behalf of defendant against 
claim of above-named” [name of party] “ with defence denying 
liability.” 

(C.) When the money is to be lodged under Rule 26 of Order 
XXXL. of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, a statement in 
the following terms :—‘“‘ Paid in to security for costs account on 
behalf of [name of party]” 

(D.) When the money is to be lodged in pursuance of an Order or 
otherwise than as above specified, a statement of the nature and 
date of the authority under which the lodgment is made, as for 
instance :—“ Paid in under Order dated the day 

[in 


of 18 :” or “ Paid in on notice of a 1 
> Bankiuptcy], dated the yea —s 


If the Todgvent is made upon a notice or pleading, such notice or 

p’eading must be produced at the Bank, and the receipt for the lodg- 

/ ment shall be given thereon ; and if the lodgment is made in pursuance 
of an Order, such Order, or an office copy thereof, must be produced at 
the Bank by the person making the lodgment. 

A lodgment of funds other than money shall be made upon a 
direction to be issued by the Paymvster upon receipt of a copy of the 
Order directing such lodgment. 

33. Lodgments wnder Orders XXII. and XXX. to be distinguished in 
Pay Offi'e beoks.| In every case of a lodgment in the Chancery and 
Queen’s Bench Divisions under the provisions of the said Orders 
XXII. and XXXI_, as provided in the preceding Rules 30 and 32, the 
Paymaster shall cause an entry to be made in his books indicating the 
circumstances under which the mney is stated to be lodged. 

34. Manner of lodgment of funds in Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division ; such loigments to be notified to Registrar.} In the Probate, 
Divorce, and rege sg Sige gp a lodgment of funds to the account of 
the Paymaster shall made upon presentation at the Bank (Law 
Courts Branch) of an authority signed by or on behalf of a Registrar. 
Such authority shall be issued upon a request signed by or on behalf of 











the person desiring to make such —— The request shall s 
the title of the cause or matter (which in Admiralty actions 
include the name of the ship), and any particulars of the lodgment 
which may be necessary, bon shall be in the Form No. 12 in the 
Appendix to these Rules. 

When the receipt of funds authorised to be lodged as above has 
been certified to the Paymaster by the Bank, the Paymaster shall 
cause a notification of the lodgment to be sent to the Registrar by 
whom or on whose behalf such lodgment was authorised. 

35. Requests and directions may be sent by post.| A request or 
authority for the issue by the Paymaster of a direction for the lodg- 
ment of funds in Court may be sent to the Paymaster by post, and, if 
so desired by the person sending the same the Paymaster shall send 
such direction by post to the address specified by such person. 

36. Persons may bring funds into Court in Chancery Division though 
time limited by Order has expired] A person directed by an Order in 
the Chancery Division to make a lodgment in Court shall be at liberty 
to make the same without further Order, notwithstanding the Order 
may not have been served, or the time thereby limited for making such 
lodgment may have expired ; and if any further sum of money has by 
reason of such default become age by such person for interest, or 
in respect of dividends, he shall be at liberty to lodge in Court such 
further sum upon a request as herein-before provided : Provided that 
any such subsequent lodgment shall not affect or prejudice any liability, 
process, or other consequences which such person may have become 
subject to by reason of bis default in making the same within the time 
so limited. 

37. Upon receipt or transfer of funds, direction to be returned to Pay 
master.) When funds have been received by the Bank and when 
securities have been transferred in the books of the Bank or any 
other Company to the Pay Office Account in accordance with ¢ 
direction, the Bank or other Company shall forthwith send such 
direction to Paymaster, with a certificate thereon that the funds 
specified have been received or transferred as therein authorised, and 
(in the case of such other Company) shall therewith send the stock 
or share certificate (if any) of the securities so transferred. 

38. Certificate of lodgment in Chancery Division to be filed.| In the 
Chancery Division, when any direction or other authority for the 
lodgment of funds in Court is returned to the Paymaster, with 
certificate thereon that the funds therein mentioned have been lodged, 
the Paymaster shall as soon as practicable file at the Central Office a 
certificate of such lodgment, and shall therein state the ledger credit to 
which such funds have been placed in the books at the Pay Office; 
and an office copy of such certificate of the Paymaster shall be received 
as evidence of the lodgment. 

Certificates or notifications of lodgments at the branch banks of 
the Bank of England in Liverpool and Manchester (in Chancery and 
Admiralty causes and matters) shall be transmitted by the Paymaster 
to the respective District Registrars, and shall be filed in the District 
Registries (instead of in the Central Office). 

39. When money is lodged under Act 8 Vict. c. 18, s. 69, disability to 
stated.| Money lodged in Court in the Chancery Division pursuant to 
the 69th section of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, im 
respect of Jands in England or Wales, shall be placed in the books at 
the Pay Office to the credit of Ex parte the promoters of the under- 
taking, in the matter of the special Act (citing it), and some words shall 
be added in each case briefly expressive of the nature of the disability 
to sell and convey, by reason of which the money shall be so paid in, 
which particulars shall be stated in the request for the direction for the 
lodgment. 

40. Money lodged under the Copyhold Acts to be specially described] 
Money lodged in Court in the Chancery Division pursuant to the 
Jopyhold Kets shall be placed in the books at the Pay Uffice to the 
credit of “ Ex parte the Board of Agriculture,” and of the particular 
manor in respect of which the money shall be so paid in ; and in the 
request for a direction for the lodgment the name and locality of such 
particular manor shall be stated. 

41. Lodgments wnder the Trustee Act, 1893.] When a legal personal 
representative desires to lodge funds in Court, under the Trustee A 
1893, without an affidavit, he shall leave with the Paymaster a rea 
signed by him or his solicitor, with a certificate of the Commission 
of Inland Revenue ; such request and certificate to be in the Form No. 
16 in the Appendix to these Rules, with such variations as may be 
necessary, or, as regards such certificate, in such other form as shall 
from time to time be adopted by the said Commissioners with the 
consent of the Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury. 
mney or securities so lodged shall be placed to the credit mentioned 
in such request. 

When a trustee or other person desires to lodge funds in Court undet 
the Trustee Act, 1893, upon an affidavit, he shall annex to such affidavit 
a Schedule in the same printed form as the Lodgment Schedule to an 
order, setting forth :— 

(a ) His own name and address : 

(b.) The amount and description of the funds proposed to be lodged 
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(c) The ledger credit in the matter of the particular trust to which 
the funds are to be placed : 

(d.) A statement whether legacy or estate or succession duty (if 
chargeable) or od part thereof has or has not been paid : 

(e.) A statement whether the money or the dividends on the securities 
so to be lodged in Court, and all accumulations of dividends 
thereon, are desired to be invested in any and what description 
of Government securities, or whether it is deemed unnecessary 
so to invest the same. 

An office copy of such Schedule is to be left with the Paymaster. 

42. Credit to which proceeds y securities and dividends are to be placed.] 
Any principal money or dividends received by the Bank in respect of 
securities standing to the Pay Office Account shall be placed in the 
books at the Pay Office, in the case of principal money to the credit to 
which the securities whereon such money arose were standing at the 
time of the receipt thereof, and in the case of dividends to the credit to 
which the securities whereon such dividends accrued were standing at 
the time of the closing of the transfer books of such securities previously 
to the dividends becoming due. 


V. APPROPRIATION IN THE QuEEN’s Bencnu Division or Money 
LopGED UNDER ORDER XIV. 


43. Appropriation of money lodged under Order XIV. of B.S. C. 
1883. ] fh the Queen’s Bench Division, when a defendant has lodged 
money in Court under Order XIV. of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 


1883, as a condition of liberty to defend, an ires to appropriate the 
whole or any part of such money to the whole or an. mn 
| of the plaintiff's claim pursuant to Rule IT o er . Of the said 


Rules, he or his solicitor shall leave at the Pay Office a notice of such 
appropriation in the Form No. 13 in the ——— to these Rules, 
specifying the title of the cause or matter to the credit of which the 
| money is standing, the date of the Order under which the money was 








lodged in Court, and the amount to be appropriated ; and whether so 

appropriated, (A) in satisfaction of a claim, or (B) against a claim, with 

a defence denying liability ; and thereupon for the p of pay- 

ment out of Court, the money mentioned in the notice shall be subject 

to the next following Rule. The person leaving such notice must 

my therewith the original receipt of the Bank for the amount 
ged. 





(To be continued.) 





RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


THE following draft Rules are published pursuant to the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893 :— 
Copies may be obtained at the Queen’s Printers. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894. 


Election Petitions. 


THE Rules of 1883, made by the Judges on the Rota for the Trial 
of Parliamen lection Petitions, for the effectual execution of 




























Part IV. of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, so far as applicable 
and subject to these Rules, shall apply to Petitions to be presented in 
respect of Elections under the Local Government Act, 1894, and the 








Rules made by the Local Government Board thereunder, dated 
respectively the 13th, 22nd, and 29th days of September, and the 3rd 
and 15th days of November, 1894. 

The amount of the security for costs to be given by the Petitioner 
in an Election Petition, relating to an Election under the Local 
Government Act, 1894, and the Rules thereunder made by the Local 
Government Board, shall be £100, or such ter or less sum asa 
Judge or the Master (being the peusaitbed Ulcer! dill anidey 

COSTS OF ORIGINATING SUMMONS. 

The following additions to Appendix N of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, 1883, shall be made :— 

72a. (Instructions). For statement of facts, such fee may be 
allowed as the Taxing Officer shall think fit, having regard to all the 
circumstances of the case. 

82a. (Instructions). For brief on hearing of an originating 
summons, or hearing of a summons under Section 10 of the Com- 

— (Winding-up) Act, 1890 :—Lower scale £1 1s.; higher scale, 

2 26. 

130. (Perusal). 
facts.” 








After ‘‘ of special case” insert “ or statement of 





TRANSFER OF ACTION. 
Orper or Court 
Monday, the 17th day of December, 1894. 
I, the Right Honourable Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor 
Great Britain, do hereby order that the action of “ les Caesar 
Hopkinson and another v. The London Music Publishing Company 
Limited and another’’ (1894—-H—2528) shall be transferred from the 
Honourable Mr. Justice Kekewich to the Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan 
Williams. Haurscugi1, 0. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
VESTRY OF 8T. MARTIN-IN-THE-FIELDS v. BIRD—No. 1, 18th 
December 


Merroproiis — Sewer — *‘ Drarx”?— Drain rvunwING ALONG ARcADE— 
Liasmiry to Repam—Merroromis Manacemunt Act, 1855 (18 & 19 
Vicr. c. 120), s. 250. 


A from the of the Divisional Court and 
gattay, 35) ta oven ae 
declaration that o defendan 


in 
250 of the Metropolis —— Act, 1855.—Oounsz1, Q.C., and 
Beven ; J. Lawson Walton, Q.0., and Macmorran Soxicrrors, Fladgates ; 
Shepheards $ Bird. 

[Reported by W. F. Bazry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REDDAWAY v. BANHAM—No. 1, 18th December. 
Trapg-MARK—Trape Name—Acourats pesonrption or Goops—Arriica- 
TION IN TrRapE TO Piamtirr’s Goops—Ricut To excivstve Use—Lixs- 
LIHOOD OF DECEIVING PurcHasERs—INTENTION 
This was an a tion by the defendants for a new trial or for judg- 
ment. The were manufacturers of a 


for machi , which was made of camel hair, and was known 
ek ay 
trade-mar advertised and sold 
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, 
name for more than fourteen years. Camel hair belting was made by 
various manufacturers besides the and among others by the 
defendants, who at first called goods different neers, ee as 
woven hair belting and Arabian belting, but recently ad and 
cok them ns Sashes Se te ee eet ene ee ee 
brought this action 
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for ae. The following cases were cited : Burgess v. Burgess (3 De G. 
M. & G. 896), Linoleum Manufacturing Co. v. Nairn (7 Ch. D. 834), Turton v. 
Turton (42 Ch. D. 128), Adgev. Johnson (9 Pat Cas. 134), Reddaway v. 
Bentham Hemp Spinning Oo. (1892, 2 Q. B. 639), Wotherspoon v. Currie 
(L. B. 5 H. L. 508), Montgomery v. Th (1891, A. C. 217), Re Leonard 
¢ Bilis’s Trade- Mark (26 Ch. D. 288), Waterman v. Ayres (39 Ch. D. 29). 
Tux Covrr (Lord Esuzr, M.R., and Lorzs and Ricsy, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal, and directed judgment to be entered for the defendants.— 
Counset, Bigham, Q.C., McCall, Q.C., and EF. Sutton; Gully, Q.C., and 
J. 0. Graham. Soxicrrors, Chester ¢ Co., for Chew, Sons, § Hilditch, Man- 
chester; W. J. ¢ E. H. Tremellen, for A. MacDonald Biair, Manchester. 


[Reported by F. G. Rucker, Barrister-at-Law. | 














MAY AND ANOTHER v. LANE—No. 1, 18th December. 


Assignment or Dest—Buripinc Acreement—Promise ny LANDOWNER TO 
ADVANCE Monzy ny InsTaALMENTs TO BurLpER—ASSIGNMENT BY BUILDER 
or InsTaLments to Tutnrp Psrson—Jupicaturge Act, 1873 (36 & 37 
Vicr. c. 66), s. 25, sun-sscrion 6. 


one from the judgment of the Divisional Court (Mathew and 
les, JJ.), reversing the judgment of the county court judge of 
Bournemouth : repo 43 W. R. 58. The defendant was the owner of 
land, and he entered into an agreement with a builder that the latter 
should take certain plots of the land and build houses thereon, and that 
when the houses were finished the defendant would grant him leases 
thereof. After the work had the builder required money to 
finish the houses, and the defendant verbally promised to lend him £250, 
to be paid by instalments as the houses progressed. The builder, having 
obtained materials from the plaintiffs, gave them an order on the 
defendant by the following letter :—‘*‘ We & hereby authorize, order, and 
request you to pay to Messrs. May & Hassell the sum of £50 out of the 
moneys due or to become due from you to us on the buildings we are 
erecting on plot 16, and their receipt for the same shall be a dis- 
- Divisional Court, reversing the county court judge, held 
that the plaintiffs were entitled to sue upon this assignment. The 
defendant appealed. 
PR. Court (Lord Esnzr, M.R., and Lorzs and Ricsy, L.JJ.) allowed 
6 appeal. 
Esuzr, M.R., said that, after the agreement between the defendant 
and the builder as to the erection of houses on the land, the builder asked 
the defendant to advance him money to enable him to carry out his agree- 
ment. The defendant said that he would do so. That promise created no 
debt. The defendant was not obliged to lend the money. ere was no 
or the promise, and no action would lie upon it. Even, 
however, if an action would lie upon it, it would only be an action for 
for breach of the ment. It could not, therefore, be assigned, 
and the defendant was entitled to judgment. 
Lorzs, L.J., concurred. It was at most a contract of loan. The con- 
tract created no debt, and there could be no equitable assignment of it. 
Riesy, L.J., concurred. Section 25, sub-section 6, of the Judicature 


‘Act, 1873, was relied upon, and it was contended that this was a “ legal 







chose in action” within the ae that sub-section. That phrase 
meant a thing not _in possession which could be sued for. It did not 
; ; : i) 






5, the B law of champe Mid Maintenance would be swept away.— 
CounsgL, Brooke Little; J. A. Foote. Soutcrrors, Peacock § Goddard, for 
Trevanion, Curtis, ¢ Ridley, Bournemouth; Prior, Church, ¢ Adams, for 
H. 8. Dickinson, Poole. 


[Reported by W. F. Rannry, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


SHELFER v. CITY OF LONDON ELECTRIC LIGHTING CO.; MEUX’S 
BREWERY (LIM.) v. SAME—No. 2, 23rd and 26th November, and 
18th December. 


Nourwance—Insunction on Damaces—Lorp Oarens’ 
REVERSION. 


Actr—Insury To 
Appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. nting damages in lieu of an 
joo gree in respect of 7 wey created by the, efendants by vibration 
ann ce arising from the carrying on of their electric lighting 
works. The plain i mM as 


tiffs appealed i” 
refused an in on. e appeal it was admitted that serious 
damage ed had been occasioned by the defendants to a house of 
which the plaintiffs were respectively lessee or lessors. The defendants 
alleged, first, that they were authorized by law to carry on their business, 
and that they had done all that skill and care could effect to prevent any 
ition as a railway company, 


cient remedy. 
“u Surrn, L.JJ.) 


nuisance and that they were in the same 
and, secondly, that damages would be a 
Tus Covrr (Lord Hatssury and Linpiey and A. 







allowed the appeal. 
Lord Hatssvry, after decid 
by their statutory powers 





it, th 
are enti P 





Ald: Bu 
fere is no authority just: 
relief to which the plain 


But for the provision of Lord 
Cairns’ Act I suppose no one would have doubted that in the state of facts 
which I have now assumed to exist ‘the plaintiff Shelfer would have been 


entitled to an injunction to prevent the continuance of the nuisance. [His 

then referred to the Imperial Gas, Light, and Coke Co. v. B t 
(7H. L. O. 612), and proceeded:—] But it is said, and truly said, that 
the law has been altered by Lord Cairns’ Act, and the question is, What 
Gutdipention isto be placed on this enastmont? Undoubtedly it conferred 
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upon courts of equity the jurisdiction to award which did not 
exist before, but the question is, Did it mean to interfere with the well- 
settled principles upon which the courts were in the habit of interfering 
in such cases as the present? seems to me that the defects in the 





powers of the equity courts which bre SOUpnt to—be-supplied Dy th 

statute pive aMmpic fp Foundgs for the provisions oO: ‘he statute hout 
su Sposing that it meant to revolutionize the princip 68 Up on which 
equitab.e urisdiction had been administered up 0 hat time. 


he language is, of course, general, thé discretion given is 

necessarily wide enough in terms to authorize a judge to award 

damages where formerly he would have given an injunction. But 
_ 8 gy bere 


tify the court 
in refusing to ald the legal rig 











8 COD uance 6 nujsance. 

refusal in a case like the present wo necesss 
company who could afford it to drive a neighbo proprietor to sell, 
whether he would or no, by continuing a nuisance and simply paying 
damages for its continuance. But while I can with neither Mr. 
Warmington nor Mr. Moulton upon the alternative restrictions which each 
respectively seeks to place upon the statute, I see no trace of any such 
intended ensetion of the principles upon which equity should interfere 
by injunction as would be involved in a refusal of an injunction here, and, 
further, I think the question is here covered by authority, of which Martin 
v. Price (1894, 1 Ch. 274) in this court is the last example. For these 
reasons I think the judgment of Kekewich, J., should be reversed as far 
as the refusal of an injunction is concerned, and that an injunction should 





; operate to enable a 











Tanprey and A. L. Surru, L.JJ., also delivered judgments agreeing with 
the judgment of Lord Halsbury.—CovunsgL, Warmington, Q.C., Badcock, and 
Waggett ; Moulton, Q.C., Renshaw, Q.0., and W. C. Braithwaite. Soxict- 
Tors, Hunters § Haynes ; Ashurst Morris, Crisp, § Co. 

[Reported by W. Scorr Tuompson, Barrister-at-Law. } 


SHIP ‘‘ MECCA”; CORY BROS. & CO. (LIM.) AND ANOTHER v. THE 
OWNERS OF THE ‘‘ MECCA”—No. 2, 18th December. 


ApMIRALTY—JURISDICTION—NECESSARIES SUPPLIED TO Forzicn Sur iw 
Forzticn Port—Action in neM—Apmiratty Court Act, 1840 (3 & 4 
Vier. c. 65), s. 6— Apmrracry Court Acr, 1861 (24 Vicr. c. 
10), s. 5. 


ete from an order made by Bruce, J., on the 5th of November, 
1894. The plaintiffs Cory Bros. & Co. (Limited) were coal merchants 
carrying on business in London, Alexandria, and Port Said. The plain- 
tiff A. mbre carried on business as a coal merchant at Algiers. The 
Mecca was a foreign ship, registered at a Turkish port. In March, 1894 
the plaintiffs Cory supplied coals to the defendant ship at Alexandria and 
Port Said. Payment for these coals was made by means of a bill of 
exchange, which was dishonoured. In August, 1894, the plaintiff 


Legembre supplied coals to the defendant ship at Algiers. Payment forj 


these coals also was made by bill of exchange, subsequently dishonoured.* 
The defendant ship having come to England, the plaintiffs brought an 
action in rem in Admiralty, whereby they claimed that The Mecca and her 
bail be condemned in the amounts found due to the plaintiffs and in the 
costs of the suit. The plaintiffs also began an action in the Queen’s 
Bench Divisitn the master of the ship. On the 5th of November, 
1894, the defendants in the Admiralty action moved the judge in court 
that the writ and all subsequent seporroany o in the action be set aside, 
or that all further pi in the action be stayed until after the trial, 
judgment, or other determination of the Queen’s Bench action. Bruce, 
5 +, made the order as asked, feeling himself bound by the decision of Dr. 
Lushington in The India (11 W. R. 536, 32 L. J. Adm. 185). The plain- 
tiffs ap The question was whether the Admiralty Court had 
jurisdiction. Counsel for the appellants referred to section 6 of the 
Admiralty Court Act, 1840, and contended that Alexandria, Port Said, 
and Algiers were on the “‘ high seas ’’ within the meaning of that section. 
tna A also referred to section 5 of the Admiralty Court Act, 1861, and con- 
tended that at any rate under that section the Court of Admiralty had 
jurisdiction. Counsel for the respondents relied chiefly on The India, and 
ed that it was too late to overrule that decision. Section 6 of the 
Admiralty Court Act, 1840, is as follows :—‘‘ The High Court of Admiralty 
shall have jurisdiction to decide all claims and demands whatsoever in the 
nature of salvage for services rendered to or damage received by any shi 
or sea-going vessel, or in the nature of towage, or for necessaries suppl 
to any pase alps 4 or sea-going vessel, and to enforce the payment 
thereof, wh ship or vessel may have been within the body of a 
county or upon the high seas at the time when the services were rendered 
or damage received or necessaries furnished in respect of which such 
claim is made.”” Section 5 of the Admiralty Court Act, 1861, enacts that 
“the High Court of Admiralty shall have jurisdiction over any claim for 
necessaries supplied to any ship elsewhere than in the port to which the 
ship belong, unless it is shewn to the satisfaction of the court that at the 
time of the institution of the cause any owner or part owner of the ship 
is domiciled in England or Weles.’’ 
Tue Court (Lord Hatssvry and Liypiey and A. L. Saurrn, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 
Lord Haussury said: The question in this case arises, as to coal supplied 
in foreign ports to a ship now here, whether the Admiralty Division has 
urisdiction to detain the ship for the price of the coals so supplied. 
resolves itself into the question whether Dr. 





'y the question 
Lushington’s decision in the case of The India is to be followed in this 


be ted. [His lo: further held that there was in this case ample 
evidence 0! and permanent injury to the reversion by the con- 
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court. In the view I take of that question I think it unnecessary to enter 
into the questions which have arisen between the common law courts and 
ne Admiral , and, indeed, I will assume that up to the year 1861 the 
Court of Admiralty would have had no jurisdiction in this vase, though as 
applicable to the supply at Alexandria and I am by no 
prepared to say that the ‘‘ high seas’’ do not include those places of - 
ply. But, as the Act of 1861 appears to me conclusively to dispose of 
uestion, I would rather rest my judgment upon the of that 
datate. Now the 5th section of that statute provides that’ Court 
of Admiralty shall have jurisdiction over any claim for sup- 
to any ship elsewhere than in the port to which the ship belongs. 

en follow qualifications which are immaterial in respect of this case, 
which seem to me to give no materials for qualifying or cu down the 
ecreg of the language I have quoted. The learned judge who 
ided The India held the words I have quoted to apply to a colonial 
ship in a foreign port, and I search in vain out the whole statute 
for anything which can justify the construction you must imply the 
words ‘‘ British or colonial ship” in the 5th section. The language of 
the 7th section, ‘‘any ship,’’ is admitted to epply to any ship all over the 

world, and I am wholly unable to see why same words em 

section 5 ought not to receive an equally extended application. It cannot 
be alleged that the statute is only intended to apply to British , inas- 
much as it is admitted that some of its provisions apply to all any- 
where. Where the Legislature in to exclude foreign ships and to 
apply its provisions solely to British ships or ships in British waters, it 
has been careful to say so in terms: see sections 8,9, and 11. And upon 
ordinary principles of construction, where the Legislature has enacted 
something in respect to any ship and something else as to -_ Bristish 
ship it would be umproper to assume there was no intentional : 
neither is it “ee to suggest any reasonable ground for the supposed 
limitation. er m himeelf, though he affirmed the on, 
seems himself to have been unable to suggest any reason for it. The Act 
itself professes to be an Act for the —- of the jurisdiction of the 

High Court of Admiralty, and the nature of the thing it with seems 
me to point in the direction of extension rather than restriction. I am, 
therefore, of opinion that the decision in the case of The India was wrong. 
The authority of Dr. Lushington, treating of such a subject, makes one 
hesitate to overrule a decision of his, parti 


BS 


EB 
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unchallenged for so many years. But, on the other hand, the case turns 
upon the construction of a statute only -three years old. Reluctant 
as we may be to disturb a decision acq in so long, yet that decision 


involves principles of construction so serious that I’ think it is the 
duty of court to pronounce its disagreement with them. I am, there- 
fore, of — that this appeal should be allowed, and that the respond- 
ents should pay the costs. 


Linvury, L.J., after referring to section 6 of the 
1840, and some cases decided upon it, said :—Apart, then, from authority, 
and on general principles of law, I should arrive at the conclusion that 
this case the Court of Admiralty had, under the Act of 1840, jurisdiction 
to proceed against The Mecca when in this coun 
her in Alexandria and Algiers, she being su 
those places, although they are also ports. Said 
not part of the high seas, the Court of Admiralty would have no 
jurisdiction under the Act of 1840 if it stood alone. Act 
of 1861 has pt get ge pe ee the court. 
statute was exp y for that vi 
be wider than the language of Pm Stony § 5, B 7, and 
expression used in them is ‘‘any ship,” and when this wr 
is contrasted with the language in sections 8, 9, li 
in which British ships are expressly mentioned, the inference is 
strong that ‘‘ an p’’ means any ship, whether British, col 
or foreign. 4, 5, 6, 7, and 10 do not refer to the high seas, 
I see no justification for limiting the jurisdiction conferred on the court 
by these sections to ships on the high seas. I read the sections as applying 
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cannot be eve. Section 5, which deals with necessaries, 
runs thus: [His lordship read the section as set out above, and con- 
tinued :—] I do not the proviso which follows, as it is not material. 


This section, it is true, is only applicable 
elsewhere than in the y 
are not 
This {imitation a 
, however, points, not to the nationality of the 
tt ho dhe part af ecnah an cee — not on the seas 
m e supply. e ion includes English su 
at the ports to which they cine sreeption nctades Maghich shige supplied 
che encapesn & Suvep 5s net caress te othe Saemaae , but extends 
to all ships. Ifthe ship, whether English, colonial, or » is supplied 
ih noceemenice be Des oun pee, She pemeaay San eee ne ere 
there to whom credit is given and who can be sued there. But if, as in 
the present case, the ship is su; in some other , the supplier of 
(if he does not obtain cash on delivery, w 


is very likely never to get . 
in the interest of the supplier and in the interest of the shipowner, 


y refused, 

=. Apart, then, from authority, I am of opinion that under this statute of 
861 the court would have jurisdiction to entertain 

sup to The Mecea in the basin at Port Said as well as for those supplied 







I tarn now to the and I find that in The India Dr. 
held that even under the of 1861 the Court of 
had urisdiction to entertain a suit for to a foreign 


on all ty matters is so high that I should hesitate 
eee ilies tous shen ate amen a statutes in question 
if the House of Lords had not held that he construed Acts of 1840 


was, 

. R. 129, 14 App. Cas. 209), 
34 W. R. Dig. 179). These 

i relate to other 


matters—viz., damages but they shew that the 

construction put on the statutes of 1840 and 1861 by Dr. Lushington was 

in some respects incorrect. Guided by these decisions and applying my 

own mind to the statutes in question hove easived, oh the consbasion thas 

the decision in The India was erroneous and ought no longer to be 

———_ The appeal, therefore, must be allowed, and with costs here 
Ww 


A. L. Surru, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect.—Counsat, Buck- 
nill, Q.C., and Gerard Ince; Pyke, Q.C.,and A. E. Nelson. Soxzcrrons, 
Ince, Colt, § Ince ; Lowless § Co. 

[Reported by Anwotp Grover, Barrister-at-Law.)} 


Re H. F. ODDY—No. 2, 15th December. 


Pracrice—Arrrat—Orper oF Jupcr in CHAmBERs uPpon Summons To 
REvIgEw TaxaTion—Drvistonat Court—Covrr or Appzal—Surreme 
Covrr or Juprcature Acr, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 16), s. 1 (1), (4), 
(5); R. 8. O., LIV., 23. _ 


This was an appeal from an order of Day, J. o eae ee 
summons pvie the taxation of a bill of costs. the 


Court, He con 
practice or procedure within the meaning of ord. 54, r. 23, which provides 
that, ‘‘ in the Queen’s Bench Division, 
ure, the ap from a 
visional court.”’ Counsel for the 
Court of Judicature Act, 1 
Tiny ‘toms anon ten gud tems, thenslesn, mub-aiotion 5-48 
ai ou ve su 
escion 1 id not apply, and there was no appeal to tho Divisional Court 
If that were so, there was no 
no court to appeal to. 
Tur Court (Livpiey and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.), after hearing the appeal 
on its merits subject to the objection, dismissed it. 
Lrvptey, L.J., said that it was not necessary to decide the question that 
had been raised, as they were against the appeal on its merits. He 
‘ ‘ MTTIIOT) to Use ve we sittue ’ . 


























A. L. Surru, L.J., was also of opinion that summonses to review taxa-) 
tion were matters of proces: fit Srusuip concurrea in we 
eter oment on section 5 of the Act of 1894.—CounszL, Ernest 

. Holloway. Souscrrons, Morten, Cutler, ¢ Co.; Herbert F. 


[Reported by Anwotp Grover, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Process or Law—Ruicur To Recover. 


Appeal from the decision of Day, J. On the 7th of June, 1893, the 
defendants demanded from the , under threat of 
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i 
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ce fag ay rem be te ea gg Fa ati appeal. ODDY v. HARDCASTLE—North, J., 15th December. 
A. 4s MITH, le ° 


Tus Covrt (Lord Hatssury and Tanpiey al 













8 recovered. he a 
arenaimp tie summons, and, not having 
e allowed to recover money, payment of which he might have 
resisted. That was decided in Milnes v. Duncan (6 B. & C. 671). In that 
case Holroyd, J., said: ‘“‘If the money had been paid after proceedings 
had actually commenced, I should have been of opinion that, inasmuch as 
there was no fraud in the defendant, it could not be recovered back.’’ 
That was the broad principle. It was said that it should be confined to 
the bare case where money had been not only paid under, but recovered 
by, of law, and the appellant relied on the judgment of Lopes, L.J., 
in Caird v. Moss (35 W. R. 52, 33 Ch. D. 22). In that case it was under 
Signet that the money was actually recovered, and the learned judge 
that that judgment was not to be interfered with. The case, 
hape, looked at first sight like a qualification of the general principle, 
that money paid undera judgment 


e. 
Radcliffe ; 












DLE d A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.» concurred. 
Macaskie. So.icrrons, W. Tyndale Moore; T. Blanco White 


(Reported by Anvotp Grover, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re SHORTRIDGE—No. 2, 17th December. 


Lunacy Act, 1890—Exzrcise oN BEHALF OF A PgRSON DETAINED AS A LUNATIC 
or A Powsr or Appointinc New Trusrers— Vestine or RIGHT TO CALL FOR 
Transrer or Stock. 


In this case L. J. Shortridge, a person lawfully detained as a lunatic, 
had vested in her a power to appoint new trustees of a settlement, all the 
trustees whereof are now dead. By an order made by the judge in lunacy 
on the 19th of March, 1894, Miss J. S. Stoyle was authorized, on behalf of 
L. J. Shortridge, to exercise the power by appointing two persons named 
in the order as trustees in the place of the deceased trustees, and that upon 
the tment of such persons as such trustees they should be appointed 
to for a transfer into their joint names of certain Government stock 
standing in the names of the deceased trustees. Miss Stoyle, by deed, 
duly appointed the ee named in the order, but the Bank of England 

to act on the order of the 19th of March, 1894, alleging that there 
ought to have been two separate orders, and also that there was no power 
in the court to make the order vesting the right to call for a transfer. 

Lord Hatssvury held that the order was correct, and that the case was 
covered by Re Bowmer (3 De G. & J. 658). His lordship said that section 
129 of the Lunacy Act, 18 ludes_not culy the power of appointing 
ne % everything necessary one incidental to suc 

-tneprey, L.J., held that the objection to the order as ultra vires was 
untenable. His lordship thought that the object of section 129 was to 
enable the j in lunacy to make vesting orders. He was satisfied that 
under sections 116 (2), 128, and 129 of the Lunacy Act, 1890, there was 
ample jurisdiction to make the order, and he declined to say that Re 
Bowmer was wrong. 

A. L. Smrrn, L.J., concurred.—Counset, Latham, Q.0.; Rowden. 
Soxicrrons, Surr, Gribble, $ Co.; Freshfields ¢ Williams. 

[Reported by Wu. Scorr Tuompsoy, Barrister-at-Law.] 








High Court—Chancery Division. 
TWEEDALE v. TWEEDALE—North, J., 15th December. 
Post-nupTiAL SerTLEMENT—CoveENANT TO SETTLE—ARREARS OF ANNUITY. 


This was a tion for payment out of a sum in court to the credit of 
this action. e testator by his will, dated the 16th of November, 1820, 
left sums to his four sons absolutely, and other sums to his four daughters 
for their lives, with remainder to their children. One of the sons died in 
the testator’s lifetime, and on the 2lst of November, 1826, the testator 
made a codicil in the following words :—‘‘ In consequence of the death of 
my son James, I have opened my will, and now wish to bequeath to my 

'e £600 a year, to my three sons £2,000 each, and to my four daughters 
£300 a year each ; and at the death of my wife the £600 a year to be 
eq divided amongst my four daughters.’’ The testator died in 1837, 
and in 1840 Shadwell, V.O., held that the annuities given by the codicil 
were perpetual (10 Sim. 453). At that date all the children except one 
were sui juris, and an agreement was made that in spite of the decision the 
annuities should be treated as not being perpetual. Susan Rose, one of 
the daughters, married Charles Lushington. In settlements made in 
1856 and 1862 there was a covenant to settle after-acquired property to 
which Mrs. Lushington or Mr. Lushington in her right then was, or at 
any time during their joint lives should become, entitled. Mrs. Lushing- 
ton died in 1877, Mr. Lushington in 1892. The question that now arose was 
whether sums which were due to Mrs. Lushington in respect of her annuity, 
but which were not paid until after her death (owing to the necessity 
for temporary abatement until the death of some of the annuitants), were 
bound by the covenant to settle. It was argued that the settlements were 
post-nuptial and voluntary, and that the covenant could not be enforced. 

Norts, J., held that as the sums fell due during Mrs. Lushington’s life- 
time they were bound by the covenant.—CounsgL, Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and 
Pattison ; Murray and F. C. Norton. Soxtcrrors, Hores $ Pattison; F. 0. 





[Reported by G. B. Hamriron, Barrister-at-Law. | 






Trvustezs—Repvucine Numpsr—56 & 57 Vicr. c. 53. 






oval of one of three trustees, and for 
n the other trusté 


-, held that he could make the order desired under the Trustee 
(56 & 57 Vict. c. 53,8. 26, proviso .—CounsgL, in. 
Soxicrrorns, Vincent § Vincent. 

[Reported by G. B. Hamrow, Barrister-a!-Law. } 


This was an 




















Nort, 
Act, 1893 




































Compantgs Acts, 1862-1890—Buritpinc Socrery—WInpING-uP AND VEst- 
ING ORDERS MADE WITHOUT JURISDICTION—VENDOR AND Purcnaser Act, 
1874. 


The London and Yorkshire Permanent Benefit Building Society was 
established in 1851 under the Building Societies Act of 1836 (6 & 7 Will. | 
4, c. 32), and was never incorporated under the Building Societies Act of 
1874 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 42). A petition for the winding up of the said | | 
society under the Companies Acts, 1862-1890, was presented to the Leeds 
County Court in July, 1893, and was opposed by the sole trustee of the 
; 
' 


' 
. 
; 
( 
; 
BOWLING v. WILBY—Stirling, J., 13th November and 19th December. { 
] 


society, on the ground that the society did not consist of more than seven 

members, and that, consequently, the court had no jurisdiction to makea 
winding-up order. The county court judge, however, was of opinion — 

that he had such jurisdiction, and on the 27th of July, 1893, his honour | 

made a winding-up order under the Companies Acts, at the same time 

appointing the plaintiff provisional liquidator. be ns subsequently 

(under section 6, sub-section 3, of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890) 

became liquidator, and all the property of the society was vested in him by 

an order of the said judge dated the 30th of November, 1893. By a con- 1 
tract of sale dated the 17th of October, 1893, the defendant agreed to 

purchase from the plaintiff certain freehold property, over the legal estate 

of which the plaintiff had control as liquidator of the said society, subject ( 
to certain conditions annexed to the contract. The defendant, the pur- 
chaser, under the said contract, objected to the title offered by the plain- 
tiff, the vendor, on the ground that there were not seven members of the 
society at the date of the winding-up order, and that there was, conse- 
quently, no jurisdiction to make the said order. The vendor contended 
that, the county court judge having decided that he had jurisdiction, the 
order was good until reversed on appeal, and must not be questioned by 
the purchaser. This was a summons taken out by the vendor under the 
Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, to determine the validity of the 
objection. 

Sriruine, J., delivered judgment on the 19th of December. His lord- 
ship stated the facts as above, and proceeded :—First, it is said that 
objection to the title cannot now be raised, on the ground that the question 
was raised and adjudicated upon at the hearing of the petition by the 
learned county court judge, that the order for winding up cannot now be 
affected, and that the court would not interfere by way of prohibition. 
Now it seems to me very improbable that this transaction will ever be 
interfered with or questioned, and if the legal estate were conveyed by the 
liquidator to the defendant I think he would get a good holding title. 1 
suggested that this should be done at the hearing, and I ordered the 
matter to stand over in order that this course might be taken, but I have 
been informed that the parties cannot come to an ment on the 
subject, and it is n for me to decide the point. The Act itself is 
plain. [His lordship read that part of section 199 of the Companies Act 
of 1862 relevant to the point, and continued:—] This seems to apply 
nly consistipg-of seven or more members, and this was the 
pasel, M.R., in Re Bolton Beng oan R. 164, 
sequently it would appear in the 













vi. 0 





y (2d e 
present case 


1 -D-bT9)- that if 
there were not seven members at the date of the winding-up order the 
county court judge had no jurisdiction to make that order, and if there is 


no jurisdiction to make a winding-up order it is clear that there is none 
to make a vesting order, and hence the liquidator could not convey the 
legal estate, and to such conveyance the purchaser is entitled. Therefore 
I think the latter is entitled to raise the objection. Now were there more 
than seven members? The books and register were irregularly kept, 


Sonrera.8 @ 4 et O88 «om wa wm ie oe om eek Se Ee eA 





tas > 
— 


I do not think that the society can escape from the jurisdiction of the 
court simply because it has omitted to keep a proper register, and, if 
the da 







rder there were more than seven niém 


50 London F Market Co. (37 W. BR. 3, 39 

Dr S74). : tributories has been settled, and it shews four 
members, besides the legal personal representatives of deceased members. 
These latter are properly on the list of contributories (sections 76, 77, and 
200 of the Companies Act of 1862), but it does not follow that they were 
therefore members. This question depends on whether they could against 
their will have been placed on the register of members before the winding 
up. Nowitis to be remembered that under rule 33 of this society the 
shareholders have attached to their shares the obligation of paying up 
their subscriptions, and that rule clearly negatives the idea that the legal 
personal representative of an investing member could be put on the 
register. ence I think these legal personal representatives are not 
members, and this view is in strict accordance with the judgment of Jessel, 
M.R., in the Bolton Benefit Society’s case, to which I have referred above. 
Under these circumstances I think the purchaser’s objection is well 
founded, and that this summons must be dismissed, with costs.—CovunszL, 
Percy F. Wheeler ; Dibdin. So.scrrorns, A. Scott Lawson, tor Jones, Son, § 
Tannett, Leeds; Vincent § Vincent, for North § Sons, Leeds. 

[Reported by Anruun Morrow, Barrister-at-Law. |} 
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Re HOWARD, HOWARD v. HOWARD—Kekewich, J., 15th December. 


Equity To A SerrLemznt—Bankxvrtcy or Huspanp—Discnarce—Discre- 
TION—SMALL Funp. 


Under the will of the testator, who died in 1869, his ter, L. B., 
was entitled to a share of his residuary estate subject to the interest of 
the testator’s widow, who died in 1894. L. B. was married to G. B. in 
1863, and there was issue of the marriage and no settlement. In 1869 
G. B. was adjudicated bankrupt, and the defendants Robottom and Vine 
were appointed creditors’ assignees. In May, 1870, the creditors resolved 
by the statutory majority, under section 110 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
that the estate should be wound up out of bankru On the 8th o 
January, 1871, the bankrupt obtained his disc ‘he wife claimed 
that the ‘whole fund should be settled. It appeared that G. B. was in 
receipt of about £300 a year from his business, and that L. B.’s share of 
her father’s residuary estate was about £800, ‘and that if the whole was 
paid to the creditors’ assignees it would not produce more than about 8d. 

in the £ for the creditors. 


+ asewen, J., said that the wife’s to whole fund settled 
| ought ta_he_allowed. The tus not settled an 
income was limited to his business. His insolvency was an oli one, and 


w 


4 


| 





on the most favourable estimate only 8d. in the £ would accrue to the 
creditors if the whole fund was distributed amongst them.—Covunssz1., G. 
F. Hart ; P. O. Lawrence ; F. Broadbridge ; Roger P. Lawrence. Soxicrpars, 


W. F. Gorst, Liverpook ; Chappell ¢ Co. 
Winding-up Cases. 


[Reported by F. T. Duxa, Barrister-at-Law. ] 
Re THE BANK OF SOUTH AUSTRALIA (LIM.)—Vaughan Williams, J., 
6th December. 
CompANY—WInpine vup—Computsory Orpsr—Psritrion— Dent vuNDER 
AGREEMENT wiTH VoLtuNTARY Liquipator—Surricrency or Dsst— 


AGREEMENT vor Satz sy Liqurparor—Compantes Act, 1862 (25 & 26 
Vicr. c. 89), ss. 95, 133, 145, 161. 


Bocca was a petition for the co ry windin 7? * the above-named 
my poees resented by the Union of A meetings 

of "t e@ above-named company held in March and Apa, 1892, = 
resolutions were duly passed for voluntary winding up, and liqui 
were appointed who were to be authorized to enter into an agreement t with 
the Union Bank of Australia for the transfer of the company’s assets and 
liabilities to the Union Bank. The agreement provided that the company 
and the liquidators thereof should transfer, and the Union Bank take over, 
the ew and assets of the company, and the undertaking, business, and 
Seb 





thereof, the Union Bank undertaking to pay and discharge the 

ts and liabilities of the company, and to perform its contracts. If the 
aggregate amount of the value of the assets should be less than the 
amount of the debts and liabilities and the moneys paid by the Union 
Bank in respect of the liquidation, the Union Bank were to retain the 
amount of the deficiency, with interest, out of the proceeds of the 
realization of certain property, and if that were insufficient the amount 
was to be deemed and treated as a debt due by the company to the Union 
Bank, and if at any time the assets in the hands of the liquidator were nut 
sufficient to pay any debt due to the Union Bank under the agreement, 
the liquidators were, so far as they legally could, to make such calls as 
might be necessary to raise the amount required. The liquidators having 
declined to make a call to pay the amount which we I bears due under 
reigary winking Union Bank ted asking that the 










ght : Tef 
meking 4 the call, ‘bat Yoanian “Williams, J., on the 9th of August, 1894, 


dismissed the petition, on the ground tha werner no locus standi 
to Ping erase under hs ebt_provable in aida bt 


ha g arisen under the ag sement which was_ent 















ingly presented. 

Wass GHAN Wriu1ams, J., made the order, and said in the course of his 
judgment that the liquidators had, under sections 95 and 133 of the 
Companies Act, 1862, power to make the agreement for sale, and if they 
thought that the best way of realizing the assets of the bank there was 





nothing in principle or in the Acts which made it improper for them to 
underta! 6 to call up ne Ladi y on the} MEYGS Tor the purpose of ci ng 
onut-tlis agreement. he dep a question was a debt of the company, 
though comtratted subseauer cLY 1 cue Simmencement of the voluntal 
nding up, snd, Wiounn oo Sas0L OVivIe in suenee ear i. 
it ‘ Lt c1éen 0 suppor ne Dresen. Devon. UOU NEE! ry, ‘9 
Phifton Bea, G iid 8. Dickinson ; Buckley, Q.C., mie» & Leones? 


C ‘atta eeng Qc. and — Joyce. Sourcrrors, Murray, Hutchins, 
Stirling, § Murray ; Hollams, Sons, Coward, § Hawksley. 


| Reported by V. pz 8. Fowke, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
HARRIS v. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL—10th December. 


Waicuts anp Mzasures—Measvre “yor vss ror Traps ’’—* Fatse on 
Unsust”’—Mux Cuurnns usep on Ratuwax—WeEicutTs AND Mzgasures 
Acr, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. c. 49), s. 25. 


Case stated by a metropolitan police magistrate. The appellant was 








san he a Ach 
in his possession ‘‘ for measure * false 





in which the 


unjust.” The measure in question was a milk churn. The 

Hoes eS ae te ire, had agreed, in to 

—— = a milk dealer carping” business in London, 
milk, which » i “to be delivered in appellant’s churns 

London, at a certain price churns 


the 
p churns poe age farm, and was then 
delivered to the railway company with a py note 
Soins te ey Se” a ae nes dsley, 
the owner’s risk, at Euston By appellant’s contract with 
the railway company 1}d. per 
each churn was to 


capable of containing, and, 
aeons edditional ‘company’ 


gallon mark. The magistrate convicted the tt for 

section 25 of the above Act, holding that .—,. a false measure 
used for trade. It was argued for the 
not ‘measures’? and were not “for use 
useless to stamp them in accordance with sections 28 and 29 of 


Act, as they were dented and knocked about 7 the és my & 
Probably —- ery | was the cause of the For : 
ot ee Bowed of Teale iota’, the churns as measures, 





pe ary yay Sy of imperial measures, was relied upon. 







t, sald that the 
Wu, J., a te tion of fact gH a : 


‘ niicieL B peLore to 
decide. "There "wae quite sulfcen had been used as a trade measure aa 
between the seller of the milk and the railway and as between 
the seller and the urchaser. It 
Peenet wo Se : 


was most im; such an Act of 





nc J.; cl ia Ray oy paper ee 

Q and Horace Avory ; Cripps, ar LICITORS, 

Bristow, for Smith, Leech, § Bostock, Spetby | I A. Blasland. 
[Reported by T. Marnew, kan 


SMART & SON v. WATTS—18th December. 


ADULTERATION or Foop—MArcaRtvg—PRocespINGs TO RECOVER PENALTY 
—Nacxssiry ror ANALYsis—Maxcartner Acr, 1887 (50 & 51 Vior. c. 29), 
s. 12—Sauz or Foop anv Daves Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 63), ss. 
14, 20. 

Case vate ” yoty me of the court pha aly ny justices. Two ree nap 
were preferred by ts under section 
the Margarine Ast, 1887, the ofente alleged bring that tho appellant 
capesndl ne sala te Saal margarine without having attached to 
thereof, so as to be 
rinted, tn copttel Saliane ak lowe Seem Ot a0 
P ”. 


liv the same to the purchaser in a paper 
prin’ , 2 capital lettens net tas Samoan ee 
” It was 


fading aly article with the intention of sut 
sis shall, after the parchase shall have been cc 
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been fe prosecution must ‘fail. The jus ces found as a fact 
that the substance sold was margarine, and convicted the appellants. On 
the appeal Barnes v. Chipp (3 Ex. D. 176) and Parsons v. Birmingham Dairy 
@. (9 Q. B. D-T72) were cited. _ 
Ad Covrar (Wiis and Waicut, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 
Wis, J.—I think this conviction cannot be supported. The language 
of the pes iteclt is sufficient to comp 1 us to ——e = this aa apa 
3 Margarine 
A he Sale of “Food fs Dregs Act, 
1875, and it is is hey that those provisions have not been complied with in 
the present case. One regrets that the Act should make it necessary to 
|e the needless expense of an analysis in a case like the present, where 









pg — admits that the substance is what the complainant alleges it 


Wraiaut, J., agreed. Conviction quashed.—Covunset, Bonsey ; 
Soutcrrors, Neve § Beck ; Sir Richard Nicholson. 


[Reported by T. R. C. Driu, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Erle. 


Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re MAUND, Ex parte MAUND—Vaughan Williams and Wright, JJ., 
15th December. 


Banxrurtcy — AmenpMENT or Peritron — Appina CREDITORS AFTER 
Expiration or Tures Montus rrom pate or Act or BANKRUPTCY 
ALLEGED IN Petrtion—Banxrvurptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), 8 
6, sUB-sEcTION I (a) (c) ; ss. 105 (3), 107. 


This was an appeal by the debtor against a receiving order made by the 
registrar of the county court at Tredegar. Upon the 5th of March, 1894, 
the debtor executed a deed of assignment for the benefit of his creditors. 

b y 


Upon the 16th of May a petition was presented four creditors for an 
ggregate aoe of £56 5 3 alleging the deed i c 
| an jan] ry. San 5 6th of June the debtor gave 1 notice to 
of two of the creditors amounting to £10 4s.2d. The 
creditors feling that the debtor would be able successfully to dispute 
these debts that the debt on the petition would be thereby reduced 
below #50, agree upon the — of June an order allowing them to 
d_the ; 8 creditors to the te 
915s.5d. Upon the a of the petition as amended the 
egistrar made a receiving order. The debtor appealed. Counsel for the 
llant contended that, as the three creditors added by the order of the 
22nd of June could not rely upon the act of bankruptcy alleged in the 
[ere three months from the date thereof having elapsed before they 



















were added, and as the debts of the other crediturs did not together 
amount to £50, the receiving order ought not to have been made. Oounsel 
for the respondent contended that the words of section 105 (3) of the 


Bankruptcy Act, 1888, ‘©The court 4 at 5 such torms, ff any, af may 
edin ndér This Art~tipen such terms, if any, as it may 


8. He cited Ex parte Dearie (33 W. R. 440, 14 Q. "B. D. 34), on Re 
Elis, Ez parte Hinshelwood (4 Morr. 283). [VaueHan Wiuiams, J., 
referred to section 107 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and to Re Maugham 
(36 W. R. 846, 21 Q. B. D. 21)]. 

Vavonan Wiiutams, J., allowed the appeal. His lordship said that 
section 105 (3) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, could not give the court 
power to allow the presentation of a petition inconsistent with the powers 
given in tot st by the Act. In the g 
the creditors ad : 


























Wasen, J., concurred.—CovunskEL, Corner ; Muir Mackenzie. 
ie mh Sartell, § Co., for Hodgens, Abergavenny ; The Solicitor to the Board 


(Reported by P. M. Faancxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Soxicrrors, 


Re WAITE, Ex parte BENTLEY BREWERIES (LIM.)—Vaughan Williams 
and Wright, JJ., 14th and 15th December. 


Banxrvuptcy—Act or Bankruptcy—Norice or Inrenrion - SusPenp 
Payuent—Banxrvptoy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 4 (H). 


This was an a from the refusal of a registrar to sme a receiving 
order. The petition was presented upon the 3rd of May, 1894. The debt 
was undisputed, and no notice to dispute any matter alleged in the peti- 
tion was given, nor did the debtor attend at the hearing before the 
registrar nor at the appeal. The act of bankruptcy alleged was notice of 
intention to d me Gene contained in a letter sent by the debtor’s 
solicitor to eac is creditors, of which the material ts were as 
follows —"T h hey been consulted by Mr. Waite, and I find that his 
affairs are in so complicated a state that it is only right that his creditors 


should be called together to decide if the serious loss to them in bank- 
} ruptcy can be avoided. I therefore request your attendance at a meet- 
ing . . when a statement of affairs will be submitted.” The 


registrar held that the above did not constitute a notice that the debtor 
= led, or was about to suspend, payment under section 4 (A) of 
jptey Act, 1883, and dismissed the petition. The petitioning 


contitne a ed, and his counsel cited in support of the appeal : The Re Lamb, 





Ez parte Gibson (4 Morr. 25), 
son, Ex parte Ball (1894, 1 Q. 3), 
The debtor did not appear. 

VavcHan Wits, J., allowed the ap His lordship said that he 
did not act upon his wes recent decisions, t followed the cases of . 
Ex parte Gibson and which differed from the ear! 
upon section 4 (A) the notice need not announce an 
intention to suspend payment in so many words, but was sufficient to con- 
stitute an act of bankruptcy if it were so Pocabed that an —— business 
man would infer from it an intention to suspend —— He did not 

notice as to porens it 


Ez parte Dash (1 M. 68), 





wish to say thai L pgoedine 9 to wens 8 

being an act of Dankruptcy, Duttim p 

ore rte 100 Mmto his airairs. and to nda Tones to his sletire) 
it? required Vé! ttle to make it a notice ur Intention LO Suspend paymen 


+, Concu ed, adding tha! fhe test seemed to be ng “pa 
notified his creditors that unless something was done he did not see his 
way to go on, such a notice was equivalent to a notice of his intention to 
suspend payment.—CounseL, Muir Mackenzie. Soxicrrors, Walter § B. H. 


Foster, 
[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.]} 








LAW SOCIETIES, 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


Dec. 17.—Mr. C. W. Williams moved: ‘‘ That this society is of opinion 
that some restrictions should be 7 upon the immigration of pauper 
aliens to this country.’”’ Mr, A. Marks op; Messrs. W. Lee- 


_— co M. Begg, te Hubbard, OC. Kains- ackson, C. Herbert Smith, 
L. and C. Le Maistre spoke on the motion. Mr. Williams 
oa ge and the Fok was carried by one vote. The next sitting of the 
society will be on Jan. 7. 








‘’ LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours EXxaMInartion. 
November, 1894, 


At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
mended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 


First Crass. 
{In Order of Merit, ] 
Tuomas Hornspy, who served his clerkship with Mr. Francis Thomas 


Steavensen, of Darlington. 


Parrick Henry Hepsurn, who served his clerkship with Mr. James 


Smith Hepburn, and Mr. James Bourne Benson, both of London. 


Szconp Cxass. 
{In Alphabetical Order. ] 

William George Christians, who served his clerkship with Mr. John 
Richards Ric , of Swansea. 

George Thomas Cooke, who served his clerkship with Mr. Gerard 
Mosely, of Bristol. 

Frederick George Jones, who served his clerkship with Mr. Joseph 

Davis, of London. 
Henry Killick, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mesars. a 
Hutton, & Vint, of Bradford ; and Messrs. Flower, Nussey, & Fellowes, 


Fraser Nelson, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
elson, of the firm of Messrs. T. W. & T. B. Nelson, of 
London. 


Arthur Henry David Nowweiler, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Edwin Peed James, of London. 
Noel Prentice, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. Samuel Horace 
Candler, of the firm of Messrs ord, Dorman, & Co., of London. 
ye, James Hall Robinson, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
oseph Fraser, of London. 

hb Hutchinson Wilson, B. Bee who served his clerkship with Mr. 

schn 4 Hroweton Brown, of the firm of Messrs. Wright & Brown, of 


Turep Crass. 


[In Alphabetical Order. 
William Heath Abberley, who served his clerkship with Mr. Empson 
Alcock, of Burslem. 
John Charles Henry Rents who served his clerkship with the late Mr. 
Mr. Harry William Hughes, ot Shrewsbury. 
, who served his clerkship nie 

Mr. Henry Walter Badger, of the firm of Messrs. Leeman, Wilkinson, & 
Badger, of York. 
William Arthur Davies, who served his clerkship with Mr. John 
Richards Richards, of Swansea. 

aan James Edwards, who served his clerkship with Mr. Maresco Pearce, 


f London. 
i Fisher, who served his clerkship with Mr. Frederick Arthur Lake, 
of Runcorn ; and Mr. John Hopwood , of Manchester. 











(1891, 4 A. 0. 316), Re Simone 
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Ralph Wickham Flower, who served poche th oyh Harn 
acon, of the firm of Messrs. Flower, Nusse 
clerkship with me? Henry 


George Lewis Hiley, B.A., who served 
Lawrence Baker, of bergavenny. 

George Dempster Hugh-Jones, “who served his clerkship with Sir Evan 
Morris and Mr. Lloyd Hugh Jones, both of Wrexham ; and Messrs. Field, 
Roscoe, & Co., of London. 

Henry Stanley Morrison, B.A., LL.B., who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Herbert Nelson, of the firm of Messrs. Nelson, Barr, & Nelson, of 
Leeds and London. 

Sam. James Newsom, who served his clerkship with Mr. Geo 
Edward Webster, of the firm of Messrs. Webster & Styring, of Sheffield. 

Thomas Baron Nowell, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas 
Nowell, of Burnley. 

Frederick Richard Roberts, M.A., LL.B., who served his clerkship with 
Mr. George Lawrence Welford, of Lymm. 

William Jeremy Slack, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edward 
Cooper, of Blackburn. 

Edwin Watts, who served his clerkship with the late Mr. William 
Edward Lawrence and Mr. John Lloyd Vaughan Seymour Williams, of 
Bristol. 

Arthur Welch, who served his clerkship with Mr. Bromley Challenor, of 
the firm of Messrs. Challenor & Son, of Abingdon. 

Harwood De Courc Woodwark, who served his clerkship with the late 
Mr. David Ward, of King’s Lynn ; and Mr. Frederick W: Emery, of 
the firm of Messrs. Field, Roscoe, & Oo., of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly given 
class certificates and awarded the following prizes of — 

To Mr. Hornsby—Prize of the Honourable Society of Clement’s an 
value about £10; and the Daniel Reardon prize—value about 20 

To Mr. Hepburn—Prize of the Honourable Society of Cliffo 2a 
value 10 guineas. 

To Mr. Cooke—‘‘ The John Mackrell prize ’’—value about £12. 

The council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third clasces. 

Seventy-nine candidates gave notice for the examination. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 

Mr. Artaur Cowrrr Ranyarp, F.R.A.S., barrister, died on Saturday 
last. Mr. Ranyard was called to the bar in 1871. He had, we believe, 
some practice, but was better known as an ee, He was one of 
the founders of the London Mathematical Society, of which he was 
originally joint secretary with Mr. George De Morgan. From 1873 to 
1880 he was secretary to the Royal Astconembcal Society. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joun Artuur Nicnoxson, solicitor (of the firm of Nicholson & 
Brown), of York, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking 
Acknowledgments of Married Women. Mr. Nicholson was admitted in 
1881, and has been a commissioner for oaths since 1887. 

Mr. Luruxr Davis, solicitor, of aa and Malvern, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for taking pean - mee of —— 
Women within the counties of Monmouth, Brecon, an orcester. 

Davis was admitted in February, 1886. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vTions. 


Wriuram Custer and Ernest Grarsson Apames, solicitors (Chester & 
Adames), Crewe and Nantwich. Sept. 1. [ Gazette, Dec. 14. 


J. W. ApptesHaw, Wma. Warsvurrton, and Grorcz Trena, solicitors 
(Addleshaw, Warburton, & Trenam), 7, New-court, W.C. George Trenam 
will continue to carry on the London business at the above address in his 
own name, and will also continue to act as the London agent of the Man- 
chester firm of Addleshaw & Warburton. Dec. 11. (Gazette, Dec. 18. 





INFORMATION WANTED. 


Wut Missive ar Pgs having the custody of the will of the late 
George Cutt, Stanton House, Nightingale-lane, Clapham, 
director of Rickett ‘Bmith, & Co. (Limited), is requested to communicate 
at once with Messrs. Beaumont & Son, at 43, Gresham House, Old Broad- 

street, E.C., or 23, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W. 6. 





GENERAL, 


Mr. Justice Kennedy has been suffering from a chill, which has pre- 
vented his attendance in court. 


The Times announces the death of Mr. George Bolton, Crown Solicitor 
for Tipperary and also solicitor to the Irish General Valuation Office. 


The second smoking concert of the year given by the Inns of Court 
Rifle Volunteers was held at the Inner Temple ee on the 17th .{iust. 
Among the distinguished guests were Sir F. Grenfell, L 
Munro, Colonels Baylis, Boxall, Howard Vincent, and Somers ioe rr 
Justice Bruce, Sir Edward Clarke, and others. 








ee 
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i 
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f 


only be obtained by having a 


utting onerous duties on " 

Ings hed satisfied his lordship that proper investigation t be obtained 
even in supervision proceedings. 

On the 16th inst. Mr. Justice Kekewich announced that he proposed 
erat alitings to wie Listen See Se eee summonses 
oe once a fortnight on Fridays at the of the court, and to 

Liverpool and Manchester motions every Satu ( her with the 
ordinary Saturday’s business usually taken in this of the court) 
instead of with other motions on Fridays, as at present. He understood 


that this would fall in more conveniently with the arrangements of gentle- 
ment attending from Liverpool and Manchester. 


The Land Chanceller poetind. oy, Setneeity ov &. atusmanss oF 25 
Imperial Institute to consider the of a society for giving prac- 
tical effect to the recommendations of Mr. pepe rag eit ge 
fhe United Sate. It wae explain ae eee 

United States. It was oe 2 the chalman that the object in 
view was to make availab form the vast of knowledge 
on the subject. ae moved a ea ele ae ibe eotoblishmont of 
such a panel agg SF wm peg wp which was 
supported by. ir ¥. Young, Sir D. Mr. Cohen, Q.C., and the 

Justice, and It was also resolved to 


unanimously 
appoint « council, with instructions to nominate an executive committee 
ged with the Outy of propringo condition, and the Lord Chancellor 
wan chected the fut 





Messrs. J. A. Lumley & Co., of 35, St. James’s-street, have sold by 
private treaty the freehold residence, No. 9, Stratton -street, , fo 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 


B om. 9, at the Maison the wife of 
menave. oo. Blanche, - Mexteenn, Gotetans, Dalrymple 


Bs Des. a 9, Shenton W., the wife of Alexander 
LLING. 6, ord-road, Kensington, W., Pulling, 


law, of a 
ee 
Rice—Biscnor.—Deec. 15, at Ont: Wiliam George Lewis Rice, barrister, son of 
Teg ee ny ee, Sa SS Gee eee, 
ol 's 
DEATHS. 


8 -—Dee. 13, at Wells, Matthew Reid of I Wi 
eee od Ly Se elis, Sharman, of Ivy Lodge, Welling- 
8 Dee, 15, at Felixato Darell Shee, Recorder of eldest son of the 
i . age aa das - Hythe, 

amsiong on =< y Sapmmneiacia fate N.W., Thomas Lyddon James Surrage, 








WakrnING TO INTENDING Hovss Purcnaszrs axp Lausszzs.—Before pur- 
chasing or ren me 6 house have the Sanitary Arrangements 
Examined by an ee ae cg rte =f ed Bros. 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee London house 2 guineas 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875. wi ree, ] 


: 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Dec. 14. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lumrrep uw CHaNcery. 


Sypyey Pyevumatic Croie Tyee Co, Liurrep—OCreditors are on or before Jan 
to send their names and and particulars of debts or claims, to 
Hamilton Weller, 155, Fenchurch et. Comins, New Broad st, solor to liquidator 


Hafod, Glamorgan. 8 
Youne May’s Farenpty Sociery, Bridge Tavern, Southampton. Dec 8 


London Gazetie.—Tunspax, Dec. 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
m™ 

Bocansmoure, Swanson, ss Ses Pacnnr On, Leurean—Cuoliters ase 
on or before Ji their and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts and claims, to J. McWilliam, Richmond chmbrs, Bournemouth 
Dayton Coat axp Inox Co, Liurrep—Creditors are 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
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Edwin Hibberd, 17 King’s Arms yard. Morley & Co, 58, Gresham House, ola Broad 
st, solora for liquidator : 
Paaxius & Bettany, Liurren—Petn for winding up, presented Dee 15, | may aging 
Miiaieeliogm, cokers tee peters.” elise’cl appearing mass south the cbovennmned ce 
‘or petners. otice of appearing m reac e abovenamed ni 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 
Weusn Patacontax Gown Fieivs Syxpicare, Loirep—Creditors are 
before Feb 1, eir names dresses, and particulars of t 
claima, Clifton, 8, New inn, solor for liquidator 
Wu. Surrn & Co, Loarep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and pactlouions of of their debts or claims, to Frederick Seymour 
p= ending Weavers’ Hall, 22, Basinghall st 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES rer ean 
fons or Gwatia Faizepiy Society, Bush Inn, Dafen, 
Srongsrizip Permaxent Mutua Bexerrt Socrery, Stonesfield, y Spee 8 


uired, on or 
eir debts or 





Otp anp Rare Fire Insurance Portscres, &c., wanted to complete a 
i .—Partioulars, by letter, to A. R. C., 16, Cheapside, London.— 
[Apvr 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dee. 14. 
Cann, Joomem, Hoole, Chester, Brush Manufacturer Jan15 Camm v Camm, Btirling, J 
'e, Chester 
Inauam, Joux, Marr, nr Doncaster, Farmer a 8 Lawes Chemical Manure Co v 
I Stirling, J Styer, Threadneedle 
Jounson, James, Great Dunham, Norfolk, td Jan 15 
J Large, 8 


Barnes vy Johnson, Kekewich, 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram, 
London Gazette.—Tunspay, Dec. 11. 
Axam, Hewny, Devizes Jani6 Lovell & Co, Gray’s inn sq 
Bacon, Jonx, Heath, Derby, Farmer Jan15 Busby & Co, Chesterfield 
Brrp, Tuomas, Birmingham, Bricklayer Jan 15 Jeffery, Birmingham 
Bromrietp, Atyrep, Brentwood, Bishop Jan15 Withall & Co, Gt George st 
Bramnatt, Watrer Dewnirr, Sheffield, Butcher Jan5 Barker, Sheffield 
Couiiss, Miriam, West Brompton Feb15 Dawes & Sons, Angel ct 
Corry, Saran, Droylsden, Grocer Jan 26 Booth, Ashton under Lyne 
Coursox, Micnar., Wakefield, Gent Jan11 Wainwright & Co, Wakefield 
Cowan, Manrcaret, Newcastle upon Tyne Jan 25 Wilkinson & Mashall, Newcastle 


upon 
Davipson, Jonny, oy om on Tyne, Wine Merchant Jan 25 Wilkinson & Marshall, 
Newcastle 


Davis, Wituiam nod ay Allensmore, Farmer Jan15 Humfrys, Hereford 

Dearpex, Maarna, and Ayne Eastwoop, Sale Jan 21 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 
Drews, Wii114m, Ramsgate, Esq Jan 31 Fooks & Co, Carey st 

Emensow, Auexanper Lron, Bath Jan31 Barker & Co, Carmarthen 

Fe.iows, Epwin, Dudley, Licensed Victualler Dec 31 Hooper, Dudley 

Gopwin, Groner Heyrzy Jan 31 Hunter & Downes, Coleman st 

Granamu, Exuua, Leyton, Spinster Jan15 Scott, Austin Friars 

Gaeraory, Josnva, Birkdale, Gentleman Jan11 Worden, Southport 

Gana, Jutivs Franz, Forest Hill Jen15 Smith & Son, Gresham House 

Haywanp, Groner Harvey, Funchal, Madeira, Esq Jan19 Caprons & Co, Saville pl 
Hoyt, Sanau Axx, Birmingham Jan 12 Thomas, Birmingham 

Kerr, Louisa Canouine, Leamington Feb1 Wheble, Leamington 

Lawton, James, Stockport Jan 4 Coppock, Stockport 

Lay, Joux, Colchester, Wine Merchant Jan 26 Elwes & Turner, Colchester 

Les, Wit114m, Southport Feb1 J E & EH Hill, Halifax 

Letrcuitp, Martiay, Streatham Jan7 Benham, College hill 

Livesry, Buckie, Birmingham, Beerhouse Keeper Dec 19 Green & Williams, Bir- 


McCatt, Joun, Stamford Hill, Gent Jan 22 Van Sandau & Co, Cheapside 

Maury, Evuex Mania, Kaplington Manor, York Jan 22 Cunliffes & Co, Manchester 
Micuzt, Ceci. Bowcuer Durr, Bayswater, Major Jan2i1 Nicholl & Co, Strand 
Mrrcugut, Joszrn Hanrrer, Bolsover Jan19 Busby & Co, Chesterfield 

Moors, Grorae, Croydon, Esq Dec 31 Jackson, Cannon st 

Moncnierre, Evizanetu, Westbury on Trym Jan18 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Noaxzs, James, Brede, Grocer Jan8 Cruttenden, Battle 

Parxer, Enna, Alnwick Dec18 Percy, Alnwick 

Pru, Grorcz James, Ynysingharad,Glam Jani4 Cory & White, Cardiff 

Pircwer, Wi.11am Gopwin Yzexp, Little Comberton, Farmer Jan 8 Hudson, Pershore 
Po.oce, Rosert, Edgbaston Jan 11 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 

Ricuarpson, Joszrs, Newark, Esq Feb6 Hodgkinson, Newark 

Cnamnen. 5 Prawx Ports, Caledonian rd, Undertaker Jan 12 Keen & Co, Knightrider 
Spencer, Emma, Barnsbury Jan 25 Budd & Co, Austinfriars 

Tizyourp, Atrrep Tuomas, Darlaston Dec 24 Asprey & Harris, Furnival’s inn 
Vanuzy, Witt1am, Maidstone Jan 22 Prall, Rochester 

Waxes, Warrer Janes, Poplar, Builder Jan 20 Coburn, Leadenhall st 


London Gazette.—Faivay, Dec. 14. 
Baaey, Evzanon Euma, Sydenham Jan 31 Cooper & Co, Birchin lane 
Baetvemaxy, Joun, Pentonville rd Feb1 Goddard, Old Serjeants’ inn 
Braxpviixe, Cuantes, Belgrave sq, Esq Jan 14 Forster & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 








! Wixsox, Turner, Clapham rd, Gent Jani3 Ireland, Coleman st 





Bropziss, Fawny Hespex, Eastbourne March 27 Ford, Brighton 

Burrerworts, Henry, Manchester, Gent Dec 19 Lea, Manchester 

Burrerworrtns, Jams, Leigh, Gent Janil Marsh & Co, Leigh 

Cavcutt, James Davip, Walham Green, Butcher Jan 31 Smith, Finsbury circus 

Cuamesrs, Taomas Marrnews, Evesham Jan 31 Ball, Bedford row 

Cuar.tox, Witt1am, Newcastle upon Tyne, Coal Merchant Jan 31 Dickinson & Co, 
Newcastl Tyne 


le w 
Crowes, Jonny, Biddolph, Farmer Jan10 Heaton & Son, Burslem 
Cooxg, eae Ripiey Cuaries, Wheatley Park, Baronet Jan 15 Tyas & Sn, 


CounrTEss OF , Rt. Hon Juxia, Belgrave sq Jani4 Forster, Lincoln’s inn fie'ds 

Dayton, Emma, Ramagate Jan 28 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Dawkins, Witi1am Tuomas, Balsall Heath Jan15 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 

Day, Emtty, Iifracombe Jan 31 Smith & Sons, Weston super Mare 

Deena, Lucy, Southsea Jan12 Newman & Co, Yeovil 

Downwe.ty, Ameria, Chertsey Jan7 Hocombe, Bedford row 

Fawcus, Joszpn Granam, Embleton, Farmer Dec18 Percy, Alnwick 

Fennis, Mary Ayn, Teignmouth Jani4 Poole, Taunton 

Gramstox, Lucy Anxg, Weymouth st Jan 31 Farrar & Co, Manchester 

Hatt, Saran, Dukinfield Jan15 Barber, Ashton under Lyne 

Havser, Francis Lovis, Weston super Mare, Hotel Keeper Jan 14 Smith & Son, 
Weston Mare 


Horye, Tisasan Ghesus walk Jani4 Horne & Birkett, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Imeson, Exizaneta Grace, Exeter Feb 11 Vallance & Vallance, Essex st 

Jounson, Francis, Codsall Jan 20 Walker & Taylor, Wolverhampton 

Leet, GexaLp Tomson, Penally, Pembs Jani14 Sutton & Co, Gt Winchester st 

Manx, Ricnarp Yeowaarp, Maryport, Cumbrid, Gent Feb 1 Tyson & Hobson, Marypor, 

MarsHatt, Josern Caaries, Hackney, TimberMerchant Jani14 Barnard, Lambeth 

Morne, Joux, Walworth Jan 19 Mann & Crimp, Essex st 

Neate, Joun Perry, Devizes, Farmer Jan13 Delme Radcliffe, Devizes 

Nicuo.sox, Tuomas, Seaham, Joiner Jan 18 Boulton, Sunderland 

Norais, Sanau, Bootle Jan 21 Gutridge, Liverpool 

Oax.anp, Exviza, Nottingham Jan16 Acton & Marriott, Nottingham 

Oaxkcanp, Wiiu14m, Nottingham Jani1é6é Acton & Marriott, Nottingham 

Parsons, Coantorre, Gt Malvern Jan 31 Jackson & Brooke, Finsbury circus 

Ricuarpson, James, Newcastle upon Tyne, Engineer Dec 31 Simey & Co, Sunderland 

Saracoop, Puassz, Latymerrd Jan 7 HC Draper 

Sraicut, Danie. Georae, Brixton Jani12 Long & Gardiner, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Sravennacen, Epwarp, Basinghall st Jan21 Freshfields & Williams, Bank bldgs 

Srurt, Eowarp, Wood st Febi1 Hill, Queen Victoria st 

Tipper, Jonn James, Evesham Janié New, Evesham 

Tyvewnirt, Euma, Egham Jan 26 Sewell & Edwards, Old Broad st 

Warp, Tuomas, Manchester, Estate Agent Dec 19 Lea, Manchester 

Warp, Wittram, Accrington Jan 12 Haworth & Broughton, Accrington 

Wasa, Fo Gawrnorrs, Kendal, Warehcuseman Feb 3 Thomson & Wilson, 
en 








London Gazette—Turspay, Dec. 18. 
Auiwricat, Exizasetu, Twyford Jan 31 Hores & Pattisson, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Bayigy, Frances Mary, Westbourne Park Feb 1 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row 
Bean, Gpenen Youna, Stocktonon Teas Jan 31 Jackson & Jackson, Lincoln’s inn 


Boow, Wasssn, Rye, Gent Febi1 Dawes, Rye 

Brooxe, Saran Ann, Idle Jan 26 Mossman & Co, Bradford 

Burexrss, Joun, Huddersfield Jan 31 Bottomley, Huddersfield 

Cuennect, Anna Magia, Hastings Feb1 Dawes, Rye 

Cuarke, Junta De Rovsienzs Bezvor, Wymondham Feb 11 Whites & Pomeroy, 


Coaan, Partie Epwarp, Bradford, Doctor Feb1 Johnson & Co, Bradford 

Curtis, Epwarp Foster, Camberwell Jan 31 Langton, St James sq 

Dicxryson, Joun Apkanam, Brough Sowerby, Gent Jan 15 Dawson, Barnard Castle 
Goprrey, Rev Danret Race, Snetterton Jani4 Grigson & Robinson, Whatton 
Hareu, James, Meltham, Commission Agent Jan14 Laycock, Huddersfield 
Harpina, Colonel Cuanies, Hampstead Jan 18 Peard & Son, Sise lane 
Ho.uveworts, Oxtive, Southampton, Gent Jan 30 Candy & Candy, Southampton 
Houmes, Hexry, Rugby, Farmer Febi1 Tyndall & Co, Birmingham 

Hout, Wit.14M Henry, Altrincham Jan12 Dendy & Paterson, Manchester 

Ives, Joseru, Huddersfield, Innkeeper Feb 1 Laycock, Huddersfield 

Lay, Frances, Huddersfield Jan3l Bottomley, Huddersfield 

Low, Isaac, Stepney, Ship Smith Jan 31 Baker & Nairne, Crosby sq 

Mey, Evtex Maria, Waplington Jan22 Canliffes & Greg, Manchester 

Monx, W11i114m, Selly Oak, Farmer Jan25 Burton, Birmingham 

Morais, Hargizt, Prymouth Feb 12 Rooker & Co, Plymouth 

O’ Neri, Cuaaues, Sale, Chemist Jan15 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 

Oruey, W11114m, Botley, Bricklayer Jan12 Warner, Winchester 

Surrn, James, Middleton in Teesdale, Grocer Jan15 Dawson, Barnard Castle 
Ricxetrs, Tom Pemsrr, Redditch, Grocer December 28 Browning, Redditch 
Roasrson, Carotinz Mary, Waterloo, Lancs Jan 31 Peacock, Liverpool 
SratrHam, Grorce Epwagp,‘Nottingham, Architect Jan 24 Acton & Marriott, Notting- 


Sxiieeck, Rosert, Huddersfield,Esq Jan14 Laycock & Co, Huddersfield 

Wesster, Anne Exvizasera, Yerby Jan20 Langley & Elliot, Stockton on Tees 
Wuateyr, James, Stalybridge, Wheelwright Jani Buckley & Miller, Stalybridge 
Wiiu14ms, Groner Litiy, Bishops Hull, Druggist Dec 31 Pinchard & Alms, Taunton 
Wui14ms, Pamir Heyry, New Windsor, Surgeon Jan 31 Durant, Windsor 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazetie.—Faivay, Dec. 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Auuiy, Groner, Nottingham, Baker Nottingham Pet 
Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Axprew, Joun Tuomas, Dunswell, +S  wacl Kingston 
upon Huli a ll mB . mat Nicest 
pwacLte, Lorrus Joun, Liv ectrica’ gineer 

» Liverpool Pet Nov 19 Ord Deo 10 

Bixxs, Henry Stows11, Yee Biscuit Dealer Pres- 
ton Pet Decl Ord Dee 

Buown, ArcuipBaLp McDow as Haverfordwest, Draper 
Pembroke Dock Pet Decil Ord Dee 11 

Bnows, James, Newark on a Blacksmith Notting- 
ham Pet Dec12 Ord Dec 1 

Buavorp, Dennis, Hartpury, Horse Dealer Gloucester 
Pet DecS Ord Dec 8 

Cats, Samue., Goole, China Dealer Wakefield Pet Dec 
12 Ord Dec 12 

Cavam, Ricnuarp, Farmer Kingston upon Hull Pet Dec 
10 Ord Dec 10 

Canter, Caspase = _— Builder High Court Pet 
Oct 31 Ord I 

Cautton, CaaRvrs, * Spalding, Farmer Peterborough Pet 
Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Cuarman, WILLIAM, eae, Farmer Ipswich Pet 
Dec 10 Ord Dee 

Cuampers, CHARLES, Sater, Kent, Farmer Maidstone 
Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 

Currrock, Ben Water Nort.iey, Wilby, Farmer Ipswich 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Dee 10 

Cross, Tuomas, Leeds, Farm Labourer Bradford Pet 
Dec 11 Ord Dee 11 

Counen, Jouxn Atrraep, Bow, Commission Agent High 
Court Pet Nov5 Ord Dec 10 

Curwey, Cuatoner Freperick Hastixes High Court 
Pet Sept 26 Ord il 

Davies, Tuomas Wit11am, Titley, Carpenter Leominster 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Dezarven, Bensamin, Burnley Burnley Pet Dec 10 Ord 
Dec 10 

Dorrer, Cuarves, Pentre, Glam, Jeweller Pontypridd 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 

Dusyinc, Tuomas Haroreaves, and Avpert CHaRries 
a Bolton, Painters Bolton Pet Dec10 Ord 

10 


Fisuer, Witt1am Henry, Bowes Park, Canvasser Edmon- 
ton Pet Dec10 Ord Dec 10 
G@iutetr, Witt1am Henry, Southend, Builder Chelmsford 
Pet Nov 17 Ord Dec 8 
GotpsmitH, Epwiy, Icklesham, Farmer Hastings Pet 
Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 
Harpy, Roperr a Littleborough Rochdale Pet 
Dec 10 Ord Dec 1 
Hagnisox, Joun , Ait and Avexanper Luks Dyke 
Vivrace, Birmingham, Bag  cacrcmmeceny Birming- 
bam Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 
Hittyarp, Grores, Nottingham, ” Boot Dealer Nottingham 
Pet Dec 11 Ord Dee 11 
Hixtoy, Jony, — Musical Dealer Birmingham 
Pet Dec12 Ord Decl 
Hunt, Roperr Witi1an, at George, Builder Bristol Pet 
Dec 10 Ord Dee 10 
Keresie, James Henry, Gt Grimsby, Boat Builder Gt 
Grimsby Pet Dec12 Ord Dec 12 
Kensincton, Artuur, South Audley st, Tailor High 
Court Pet Nov24 Ord Dec 1 
Laxz, Tuomas, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler Wol- 
verhampton Pet Dec10 Ord Dee 1 
Love, Grorncz Jex, Clare, Suffolk, Chemist Cambridge 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 
MaArsHuA.t, Pay, Bradford, Painter Wakefield Pet 
Dec 8 Ord Dec 8 
Met.iss, Wittiam MoHarriz, Sponges, Tailor se 
Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 1 
Mergnyweatuer, WILLiaM | Middlesboro 
oo Victualler Stocktonon Tees Pet Dec 8 
Morcay, Tuomas, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Dec 10 
Ord Dec 10 
Moorz, Henry Perer, eas, Painter Stockton 
on Tees Pet Decll Ord Dec 
Newron, Henry, Bristol, Provide Broker Bristol Pet 
Dec i0 Ord Dec 10 
Quiver, WItitam , Woop, Gnettenhens, Milkman, 
Cheltenham Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 1 
Parkinson, Jouy, Shipley, Butcher Bradford Pet Dec 12 
Ord Dec 12 
Pierce, J T M, New Broad * Foreign Banker High 
Court Pet Nové Ord De 
Por, Frep, Fenchurch st, Financial Agent High Court 
Tet Nov 20 Ord Dec 1 
PowgeiL, Wittiam Henry, Hanley, Fruit Salesman Han- 
ley Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 
Preston, T eran Laer High Court Pet Nov 1 Ord 
PC 
Prot aA% Missspuem, Little Madeley, Grocer Hanley 
Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec8 
Rep, Weenie Gorleston, Butcher King’s Lynn Pet 
R pein Ord Ben ~ i Manager 
ers, WALTER pry Colliery Swansea 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Dec 
Roserts, WitL1amM Owen, Newtown, Coachbuilder New- 
town Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 1 
Simpson, Wittiam CHARLES, ae Grimsby, Tobacconist 
Gt Grimsby Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 
Srzery, Cuances, Lowestoft, Suffolk, , We Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 
Srvsps, Quixtiy yay St John’s wee Butterman 
High Court Pet Dec Ord Dee 1 
Toxcr, CuHares, Rochdale, Coulee Rochdale Pet 
Ww Deo3 tg a ley , Innkeeper 
ARD; Roper, erley, Kingston wu: Hull 
w Pet »y ll = ve . ey 
ATSON, JOHN ann ghton, Traveller Leicester 
Pet DecS Ord Dec 8 





Wirsns, Some, 0 Te Kent, Farmer Maidstone Pet 
Witcock, Bexsamr, .—— Plumber Bradford Pet 
Dec Ord Dec 8 ‘ 


Wixxrxson, Taomas, Scotter, Potato Dealer Lincoln Pet 
Dee 11 Ord Dec 11 

Wi.ttrams, Joux Groreon, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


sa Joux Brown, Leeds, General Contractor Dec 
lat12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


Leeds 

Seek: Groner, Kent, Grocer Dec 28 at 10.30 

Off Rec, 73, Castle st, 

Bourne, Joun James, Worcester, Builder Dec 21 at 11 
Off Ree, 45, ot Worcester 


Bunrorp, Dennis, § Dealer Dec 22 at 12 
Of Ree, 15, gf 

Buagys, Tom Be., ‘ord, I x Dec 21 at 2.30 
Duke of Cornwall Hotel, Plymouth” og 

Cuampers, CHARLES, Langley, E Dec 27 at 12 Star 

Farmer Dec 21 at 11.30 

pswich 

Cayrete, -_ Water Noriey, Wilby, Suffolk, Farmer 

Crosz, Tuomas, Calv Labourer Dec 21 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

CrowTRe nearest Wiuiam, Whitby, Tailor Dec 21 


atl 

Dearpey, Bens amin, Burnley Cotton Manufacturer Dec 
2iat3 Ex Hotel. Nicholas st, Burnley 
Dunyixne, Tuomas Haroreaves, and ALBERT + 


a. Bolton, Painters Dec 21 at 3 16, Wood st, 
Fartey, Tuomas, Abingd Farmer Dee 21 at 3 Off 
Ree, Oxford = 
Fixx, Joux Dante Hexry, Walworth rd, Corn Merchant 
Dee 21 at 2.30 Bankruptcy besa Carey st 
nee Phan talisbry Symondsbury, Dairyman Dec 22 at 12.30 
Forster, a ieees, Leeds, Clerk Dec 21 at 11 Off 





Cuarmax, WILLIAM, 
Off 38, 


row, 

Forster, Joun Georcs Taywor, Jarrow, Furniture Dealer 
Jan 2at12 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Garrarp, Henry WittiaM, and Henry Georce Garrarp, 

‘ower . Makers Dec 21 at 12 Bank- 

ra bldgs, Carey st 

Gonm, ———r Hougate st, Dec 21 at 11 Bankruptcy 

Hawpuery, Buzasers saan Milliner Re at il 

ee aoe, Debanin ipalhas Waceaa 

ARTLEY, MicuagL AxpREw 

Dec 21 at 11.30 Auction uction Mare, Tokenhouse yd 

ay 8 Rss bm Farmer at 2.30 

& Hother, ~~ t Pisn’ Tunbridse Wells 
Isaac, Hensixr oe ge Collier Dec 21 at 11 
J maki» J het o Masters Trae Dee 21 at 11 
ACK8ON, Joun THOMAS, reengrocer 

Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 

Jones, Frepeaicx Joux, Prechen, Grocer Dec 21 at 
11.45 Priory, W: 

Jones, Luewettyn Moreay, Aberdare, Colliery ay Eeeeictes 
Dec 21 at 12 Of Res, 66, High st Ly hy 

Macnerny A yy cy Dee 21 
at2 ot Mecthye Tyd 

enmeet i tana, B “nm atll Off 

Moreax, roma Taye ee Gl ov  Deeer Dee 21 at 3 Off 
Rec, 65, h st, 

Nontox, Canes, ——— roth, Boi Solicitor Jan 3 at 12 

Paos, Purp eaee Wouluit, oe Dec 21 at 12.30 Off 

, Princes wich 

Panniss, J Joun Fate ord on ae Grocer Dec2l 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Cov: 

| Pon fi a Coalville, Watchmaker Dee 21 at 12.30 

Pgars, Groner Harry, Walsall, segeot Victualler Jan 
8 at 11.30 Off Bridge 4 <= 

Peate, Joux, been ictualler Jan 3 at 11 
of Rec, ag Walsall 

ia TM, New pean Wentign Beaks Dec 21 at 
2. Carey st 

aon rty, Wee Grocer Dee 21 at 12.156 

Sitvester, Arrnur, Worcester, Baker Dec 21 at 10.30 
Off 45, me st, Worcester 

SwrTrn, Montacus Faanx, and Jouw Wituiam Cary, King’s 
Lynn, Coal Merchants Dec 21 at 12.30 Auction Mart, 


T 
Taytor, Henry, Kingston on Thames, 
21 at 11.30 24, Hallway approach London 
Tittzy, Arruur Joux, Gt q Confectioner 22 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 15, Osborne 
TurnBuLt, ARTHUR, 
I de als Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on 
Vanixscnootey, Wriu1am Henny, Tenterden, Farmer 
Jan 1 at 2.15 Saracen’s Ashford 
Waxuis, Frepericx, Fulham, Clerk Dec2lat2.30 Bank- 
Tu: bldgs, st 
ble —t § ba wath , Builder Dec 22ati11 Off 


J Dec 21 at 3 


iT perlat oo st, Leicester 
WEEKs, ns — Dec 28 at 10 


Off Ree, 
WI1cock, by vPhuraber Dec 2iatil Off 
Manor row, 
Wo.tex, ee F, Brixton a 1a 21at12 Bankruptcy 
Secxer Dec 2latil Bank- 


st 
Builder Jan2ati1.30 Off Rec, 
on Tyne 


Ww. pay hed 
oe 





Wrwca, Juuia 


varie, Tous, Sarton, 8 





See B i, 
Dec? Ord Dec 11 
Beowntes, Hewny, Ramsgate Hastings Pet Nov 23 Ord 
noes 5 oe, Eee , Horse Dealer Gloucester 
con en Ord ee Dele Wakefield Pet Dec 
Hiouano, Farmer Kingston upon Hull Pet Dec 8 


conan tonne 
Dee fa Ord De 


ll Dec 
Coteman, Trmorny, Draper Stockton on 
Dd One a Titley, Leominster 
AVI ILLIAM, 
Pet’ OrdDel2 
Dearpen, Bexsamty, , Cotton Manufacturer 
Burnley Pet Pet Dec 10 Ord 10 
Dorres, Cuar.es, J Pontypridd Pet Dec 
0 Ord Dec 10 
Duysinc, Tuomas Haroreavy and Apert CuARLEs 
‘ALiiEgR, Bolton, Pet Dec 1 
ae, Ord Bes Sn en Greenwich Pet Nov 


meu, See Hewnry 
F _imoaion "Het Dee 1? 
waeenn 
G Leety, FA Ww: and Henry G: G 

RB! 4 LUI ¥y Groner GARRARD, 
. hinery Makers High Court Pet Oct 


30 Ord Dec 10 


Garratt, Eg as, Sa Dealer West 
Bromwich Pet Dec 4 Dec 10 
Hoes; Ord Bee 10 Hewry, Littleborough Rochdale Pet Nov 


ox, Nottingham, Shoe Desler Nottingham 


Instrument Dealer 


Hivieanp, Gronae, 
Pet Dec 
Pet Dee 12 Ord Dec 12 


Hiytox, = = 


Hunt, Roszar Witt1am, St Bristol Pet 
Dec 10 Ord Dec 11 
Kessie, James 4 Gt Grimsby, Boat Builder Gt 
Pet Dec hase baron 


Love, Georcs Jex, Clare, Suffolk, Chemist Cambridge 
Bot Dee 12 Ord Dec 12 


ar a Jouy, Harrow on the Hill High Court Pet July 
rd Dec 8 


Ma Cuantorrs, Tunbridge Spinster Tun- 
cr, Wells Pet Det 16 Ord Des 
Massage. Ss 2 ewington Green High Court Pet Oct 
Masmnyst, Saemy Israut, Bradford, Painter Wakefield Pet Dec 
MERRYWEATHER, you Se Lagan 2 
en ee Tees Pet Dec 7 
Painter Stockton 


Dec 8 
Moors, Henry Pere: se Ss 
on Tees Pet Dec 11. Ord Dec 11 
Moreax, Tuomas, Cardiff, Cardiff Pet Dec 10 
Ord Dee 10 





Asupoy, Tuouss, Someta, Gre Derby Pet Dec 14. 
Bacox, Davin Seite, Suite Kingston, 
but fet lb Hanley Pet Deo 15 
oe, Soom, Sheer, Satine Neath Pet 


Base Wise, Bradford, Plumber Bradford Pet Deo is 








Wome, [Taouas, Egerton, Kent, Labourer Canterbury 


pea j ADJUDICATIONS. ) 
ALiin, Gzoras, Nottingham, Baker Nottingham Pet | 
: Dec 12 ‘Ord Dec 12 


So Bolton Pet 


- ~ tage ge 









es 
4 
y 























augs, Hastings, Builder Hastings Pet Dec 5 
aa Co, Hulme Manchester Pet Nov 17 Ord 


Deasers, Joun, Scunthorpe, Baker Leicester Pet Nov 
Ord Dec 12 


Seaton Davies 2 ARTHUR. and Fraxx Dvurranxs, Hamp- 
stead, Buil High Court Pet Dec 13 Ord 


Dec 13 
Pon Hows, Léckhampestead, Farmer Newbury Pet 


Ord Dec 12 
Garrrirus, Hucw Owes, -- Hill, Butter Merchant 
Pet Dec 1 


Dec 11 

Hewry Goop Boxes Papp st, Oil Merchants High Court 
Pet Dec4 Ord 14 

Hauvey, Waurer Cuantes, Ryde, I W, Accountant Ryde 

‘ov 26 Dec 10 . 

om Roperrt, Prior, Butcher Cambridge 
Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 18 

Haw, Wii.iam, Huby, Yorks, Farmer York Pet Dec 14 
Ord Dec 14 

Hotmes, James Conne.ivs, Finsbury ype ress 
Merchant h Court Pet Nov 3 20 Ord Dec 

Hosts, ae 8 — Newport, Coal Trimmer 


Ord Dee 14 
Issersox, Tuomas, Stockton on Tees, Moulder Stockton 
Pet 


J ox. git reat, Ole bi Li 1 
ACOBS, ms Davin, Liv othier Liverpoo 
J he isa, Bridgend, Flannel Dealer liff Pet 
‘owns, Mary Caré 

Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 ' 
Kew, Sunvrt, Walwall, Boot Maker Walsall Pet Dec 11 
Kevii-Davies, Wituam Treveryan, Sth ~ eaten 

Court Pet 


Deci4 Ord Dec1 
Kosxy, Aaron, Myrtle st, Furrier High Court Pet Dec 
13 Ord Dec 1 


MoCoxyx War Hrean, boner gee = fe] Music 
Seller Wolverhampton Pet Dec 14 Dec 14 


Moao, Witt1am James, Bristol, Glass Dealer Bristol Pet 
Deci3 Ord 1 


Dee 18 
Owszyx, Tuomas Lewiy, Tunbridge vm, - ed Dealer 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 
me Joun, Caerphilly, Grocer Cardiff Pet Dec 14 Ord 


Relate amy Hy udeny Manufacturer Bol- 
Bommnipes, Witt Thora on Tees, Builder Stock 
we omy lees, Builder ton 
on Tees Rhornaby on Te 
35 Kennal rise, Guat Kidderminster Pet 


ov 
Suvru, Jony — ~y Erdin; Licensed Victualler 
roots F rd Dee 12 
Salop, “3 Stafford Pet 
Paine Samugt, Nottingham, Machinist Nottingham 
Pet Deci4 Ord Dec 
Tuomas, Jony, Totbocal, Glam, Watchmaker Cardiff 
Pet Dec 14° Ord Dee 14 
Trsserts, Jenemtan Georcr, Buckingham, 
gi Pet Dee 13 Ord Dec 18 ‘in . 
miixs, Tinoruy, Shrewsbury, Wheelwright ‘Shrewsbu: 
Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 14 ns 
Whittsy, James Avotrn, ——— Draper’s Assistant 
Liverpool Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 1 
Wirasaus, Avwre Banoen, St Louie, Boarding House 
Pet Dec15 Ord Deo 15 
Wiutinarox,G High Court Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec 13 
The Se Sees notice is substituted for that pub- 
in the Gazette of the 12th Oct 
kee Prawx Catvert Povsserr, Sutton, Clerk "Croydon 
Aug 25 Ord Oct 9 


The notice is ae. | that pub- 
Gna 


in the London Gazette of Ni 
Jones, Frepenick van, Wrexham, Wrexham 


Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
oe lord, Chemist Dec28 at3 Off Reo, 


Bryn, Rag a Bradford, we Dec 28 at 12 Off 
som, Beadford 


New- 


= seein N 


Carpenter 


Dec 28 at3 Bank- 

4-7 eae 
is Wood at 27 at3 
Canrzr, Cartes aaa Willesden, Builder Dec 28 at 
, , Farmer Jan2at12 White 

Butcher Dec 31 at 10 4, Corn 


ites Witiiam, Russell 


, Art Dealer Dec 28 
at mam rn 
Evans, , Léominster, Fruiterer Dec 31 at 10 4, 


Lagan 


‘jon , Butcher Dee 28at 12.30 
Huby, Fisin, Fass Dee 28 at 12.30 
yh Dee 29 at 12 


Gloucester : 
Boot Dealer Dec 2 at 
walk, Nottingham 
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Rosryson, 
den’s 


Hopsox, Joun Wiit1am, Doncaster, Engineer Dee 98 at 

12 Off Ree, ren ee 

Kewnsitnotoys, Anravr, 8 A st, Tailor Dec 28 at 2.30 

Bankruptcy st 

a RS gmoney rd, Furrier Dee 28 at 11 

ptcy st 

Love, Grorce bay ren Jan4dati2 Off Ree, 

5, Petty Cury, Cambri 

me sa tans Wal w, Printer Dec 28 at 12 

Saar & 

itsien To Tues Commission io, Jan 8 at 

11 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion se B 

Mv chow Faas Faawcis on) Dec 28 

O.puaM, Tove Bb, Victoria, gt, Liver th, Tailor Jan 

Off Rec, 15, Os Gt 

Panxisox, Jouw, Saltaire, Butcher Dec 28 at11 Off Rec, 

31, Manor row, Bradford 

Poyxon, Wittiam Jouy, Birmingham, Baker Jan 1 at 12 

23, Colmore row, 

Riprmoves, om Burnley, Labourer Jan 2 at 1.30 

Exc Nicholas st, Burnley 

Faaxcr yo Dec 2B at3 Og- 

Rotawety, WILLtaM, Hosiery Manufacturer Jan 
10 at 8° 16, Wood st, 

— TimorHy, Ford’s Heath, Wheelwright Dec 31 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Shrewsb 

Wixinsox, Tuomas, Scotter Jan 3 at 12 Off Rec, 31, 
Silver st, Lincoln 

Wiuiamson, Caartes, Acocks Green, Jeweller Jan 1 at 
11 28, Colmore row, 

Wricut, Arrnur, Lydbury N , Farmer Dec 31 at 10 
4, Corn sq, Leominster 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Axpensox, Hucu, Torquay, Draper Exeter Pet Nov 20 
Ord Dec 14 

Asutor, Taomas, Summercote, Grocer Derby Pet Dec 
14 Ord Dec 14 

Bacoyx, Davin Henry, Wimbledon, Builder Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Deci2 Ord Dec 13 

Bauspox, Harmon, Bristol, Tailor Bristol Pet Nov 21 
Ord Dee 14 

Bayxs, Tuomuas, Hanley, Builder Hanley Pet Dec 15 
Ord Dec 15 

Benx, Witu1am, Bradford, Plumber Bradford Pet Dec 
18 Ord Dec 13 


‘ Boor, Horz, Bloomsbury, Actress High Court Pet 
Dec 5 Ord Dec 12 


Becaien, Wattss, Adlington, Shoemaker Bolton Pet 
Deci8 Ord Dec 13 

Carrer, CHARLES <r pone Builder High Court 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Dect 

Cuarrerts, CHARLEs, Norfolk st, Chartered Accountant 
High Court Pet Oct8 Ord Dee 15 

Crew, Frayx — Richmond, Anctioneer Wands- 
worth P Ord Dee 13 

CrowTHER, Sesame Wuuiam, Whitby, Tailor Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 13 

Dircurietp, Eouunp Avaustus, Li , African Mer- 
chant Liv Pet 8 Ord 

sq, Art Dealer High 


Dopsox, WALTER ~ 
Court Pet Nov 22 Dec 12 
Paaxx Dvuneays, oa 


Durrans, ay ‘aa 
—— igh Court Pet Dec 13 
Forp, Epwry, sesiaiininds Farmer Newbury Pet Dec 
12 Ord Dee 12 
—_ Feepenrick, ne st, Upholsterer High Court 
Dec 8 
Greew.anp, Witwtam, Kingswood, Natural st Bristol Pet 
Nov 30 Ord Dec 13 
Gairritus, Hues —_ Boo it “Ord Dee ‘, Butter Merchant 
Stourbridge Dee 1 
Haswop, Roseerr, "Swagham Prior, Butcher Cambridge 
Pet Dec 13 Ord Dee 13 
Haw, Witaiam, Huby, Yorks, Farmer York Pet Dec 14 
Ord Dee 14 
Coal Trimmer New- 
po Dec 14 
Inpetsox, Tuomas, Stockton on Tees, Moulder Stockton 
on Tees Pet Dec 12 Ord Dee 12 
Jacques, Tuomas Wuirwew, and Jonxn Wiis 
Frepericx Jacques, Bristol, Solicitors Bristol Pet 
Nov 21 Dee 14 
Jones, Many Any, Bridgend, Flannel Dealer Cardiff Pet 
Dec 138 Ord Dec 13 
ee Ord Deol Boot Maker Walsall Pet Dec 1i 
aay st, Tailor High Court 
Laws, Tomas, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler 
‘Wolverhampton Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 14 
a ALBERT, - , Coal Dealer Bristol Pet Nov 
Macias, We Wis, Whi Licensed Victualler 
M Wie i hl Cheapeid Tailor 
LLI8, ny e, 
< Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Dee 14 —. 
Moae, Wun JAMES, acca Dock Foreman Bristol 
M am a os Liverpool, Physician Liver- 
y rawois Epwy, 
“ipool Pet Nov 96 Ord Deo 15 
Orro, Frepgrick Henry, Bristol, Beer Retailer Bristol 
Pet Nov23 Ord Dec 14 
ar Tuomas Beg Bee Tunbridge Wells, Fancy Dealer 
tho Brond Soon Banker High 
Baneen Witu1am Owen, Newtown, Coadhbuilder New- 
Re. na Bows Ord Dec 14 
NEIDE ILLIA! 
Eg re 7s sees 
Simmons, Epwagp, yn, Gout midddemianter Pet 
20 Ord 


Nov Dec 15 
Srusss, Quixtix Bonen, st St John’s Wood, Butterman 
High Court Pet 


Hosxixs, Geonas James, Ni 
rt, Mon Dec 


14 
Kewnsixe@rox, AgTau: 
Pet Nov 24 Ord 


Pre, 2 





é bs Dec 10 Ord Dec 14 Hei 
JBBS. ILLIAM, Lambeth, High Court 
“Oct 12 Ord Dee 14 





Toss, Evoan, Gt Winchester st, Solicitor High Court 


21 Ord Dec 13 

nr Grocer Stafford Pet Dect; 
1 

Taaocker, Sanver, NW m, Machinist Nottin 
PotDecis Osa Dele 

Tuomas, Joux, ay ery Glam, Watchmaker © 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 


Tomutys, Timoruy, we —, Wheelwright 8h 
bury Pet Dec 14 


Turmax, AnTouR ; R2, Salton on Thames, Ho 
Pet Nov6 Ord Dec 13 5 
Wasa, Joux Grorce, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff 
10 1 E 
Wi.uiamson, Cuanies, Acocks Green, Jeweller Birming, 
ham Pet Nov2 Ord Dec 14 
Wincu, Cuartxs, Arundel st, Strand, Solicitor Hi 
Court Pet Sept 20 Ord Dec 18 
fi amended notice is substituted for that 
pub! in the London Gazette of Nov. 30:— 
Joxgs, Faepericx Joux, Wrexham, Grocer Wrexh 
Nov 27 Ord Nov 28 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Cuixp, Jon, Enfield Lock, Middlesex, Engineer Edmonte 
‘Adjud July 5, 1881 ‘Annul Dec 10, 1894 

Forp, AnpRew, on Tees, Engineer Stockton a 

Tees Adjud Dee 19, 1993 Annul Dec 12, 1894 

Wiusox, Abert Epwanrp, Danbury, Essex, Paven 
Contractor Chelmsford Adjud Feb 19, 1892 

Nov 12, 1804 


Tayor, 
Ord 








All letters ‘intended for publication in 
“* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authentic 
by the name of the writer. : 
Where difficulty ts experienced in procuring @ 
Journal regularity, it is requested ; 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


REVERSIONS, ANNUITIES, LIPS 
INTERESTS, LIFE 











AW. — Managing 


Clerk Wanted 
in South Wales Ae 


extensive mineral 





QiTcariox Wanted by, Youn, Admitted 


OM ae any Em Clerk ; 
rey maven Age pee su) 6 
oe Reynell & Son, 44, Chancery Wo, 


TRUSTEES, Executors, and Trades-_ 
men.—The Loxpon axp Miptanp Assets Company 

Seber in aa are pi pepese’. pha Book ay me é 
e United Kingdom.—Address, wit 

peracalars to SecreTaky, 22, Budge-row, Cannon 5 








IYREADWELL & WRIGHT, of D ‘of Devereuxg: 
court, Temple, W.C., Legal and General Shorthand 


Reteacei 
cen oaenticie aa ae 


for Emergencies and 


SPECIAL COACHING BY CORRESPO 
FOR DISTANT STUDENTS 
READING FOR 
SOLICITORS’ PRELIM. anv oruzz EXA 
Present Student writes: “Thank you for, the 


Latin and ZI i a 
ne Sas te ai 2s. 6d. for three sen ede further tolteae ' 


Particulars of system free.—E )” 1, Capel-vill 
Capel-road, Forest Gate. ia 


EDE AND 
ROBE 








iS 





SON, 
MAKERS.’ 
tee 2 


None Ry Re ee et 


ROBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law and Gowns for Registrars, Te 
ahd Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, to, Uniesraityond Clergy Ge 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 


To Her 
J 











